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their concern about the Soviet Union, 
the statesmen and generals the Western world 
have shown very little interest its ideology. 
They have been inclined regard having 
about much relevance Soviet practice 
Christian theology the practices the West. 
Few students Soviet policy, however, would 
deny that some understanding Communist 
(Bolshevik) ideology relevant charting, and 
possibly predicting, the course 
lowed the Kremlin. But there agreement 
how significant that influence relation 
other considerations, material and ideal. 

Some observers seek explain Soviet prac- 
tice terms the psychology its leaders 
expression the psychology the Russian 
Slavic people, naturally mystically interpreted. 
Others see little different from the tradi- 
tional policy national expansion followed 
earlier Russian regimes from Peter the Great 
Nicholas II. Still others view Soviet policy 
jockeying for strategic global position bal- 
‘ance power the laws whose equilibrium are 
invariant for all social systems. Another influ- 
ential school sees Communism kind Chris- 
tian heresy embodied the institutional vestiges 
Byzantinism but perverted form which 
the secular power openly declares itself the 
source all spiritual and temporal authority. 

All these conceptions would contemptu- 
ously dismissed the Russian Communists them- 
selves “ideological” reading the Russian 
historical experience since 1917. Strictly speak- 
ing the term “ideological” the vocabulary the 
Russian Communists connotes “false conscious- 
ness” which distorts objective historical truth. 
The truths history, according their own ac- 
count, are specific applications the level hu- 
man affairs certain fundamental truths em- 
bodied the alleged laws materialistic dia- 
lectics. 

These laws, simply summarized, state that all 
change, including historical change, takes place 
virtue the operation internal and necessary 


causes. The tempo according which they mani- 
fest themselves may retarded accelerated 
causes external the system under consideration 
but case can they permanently arrested 
their development. Thus considering the his- 
tory any given society, factors like climate, 
geography, the presence absence raw ma- 
terials, the influence great men, are assigned 
most the role peripheral factors. They are un- 
able supply the key the main movement which 
always lies the mode economic production. 
The proximity cultures, the diffusion cul- 
tural forms and practices are relegated the rank 
stimuli which are themselves never sufficient 
causes significant social change. encounter 
between civilizations gives rise fundamental 
change only when the internal state one both 
has reached point internal readiness pre- 
paredness such that can confidently predicted 
that even without the specific stimulus contact, 
the change would have taken place anyhow 
subsequent date. Ideas and ideologies, although 
not denied some causal influence, are strictly sub- 
ordinate the basic immanent economic “contra- 
dictions” which constitute the dynamic force all 
social evolution. 

This conception overriding objective his- 
torical necessity, triggered subjective factors 
and contingent events, canonic doctrine for all 
Communists all countries. course the 
cardinal tenet the orthodox Marxism professed 
Communists everywhere, especially Lenin,’ and 
has remained down today. Anyone who has 
read Mao Tse-Tung will find his writings the 
same ideas down the very illustrations which 


Stalin took from Lenin who copied them out 


1See especially Lenin’s comments historical ma- 
terialism the collection his writings from 1895 
1923 Marx and Marxism, issued the Marx-Engels- 
Lenin Institute, entitled New 
York and Moscow, Cooperative Publishing Society 
Foreign Workers the U.S.S.R., 1935. 

2Mao Tse-Tung contradictions, English transla- 
tion, New York. International Publishers, 1953. 
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The uses which the doctrine historical de- 
terminism has been put are many and profound. 
Every major policy including the conquest po- 
litical power October, 1917, has been justified 
its terms. The Bolsheviks have prided them- 
selves upon being activists, unflinching resolu- 
tion and prepared for any personal sacrifice. But 
the more they set themselves storm the gates 
heaven, achieve the “classless society,” the 
more they felt themselves absolved from ordinary 
principles ethical responsibility virtue the 
operation the economic necessities which they 
insisted they were helping The estab- 
lishment the dictatorship, the programs in- 
dustrialization and collectivization, the ironclad 
control culture, the major turns foreign policy 
—all were defended as, the last analysis, com- 
pelled either the economic decline capitalism 
the necessity building and defending the 
socialist economy. 

This attitude with some variations has been 
often adopted Western admirers the Russian 
Revolution who have bravely accepted all the 
hardships and deprivations the Russian masses 
the ground that the Bolsheviks had real al- 
ternatives open them. and ruthless 
Bolshevik actions were, they were not the result 
arbitrary decisions, for certain sense they 
were not free decisions all. The hands the 
Kremlin were forced economic events. They 
could not have acted differently and succeeded 
building socialism. Thus, Harold Laski, who 
towards the end his life believed that Soviet 
civilization held the Western world 
image its own future, contended that the re- 
duction the living standards the Russian 
people, the liquidation all democratic institu- 


‘tions including free workers’ soviets, the terror 


and concentration camp regime was the only way 
which the socialist economy could have been 
set up. democratic course would never have 
permitted the sacrifice basic consumption needs 
for massive investments capital goods indus- 
tries. This would have meant inability stand 
against Hitler’s war machine.* Believing then 
that capitalist countries must expand face ruin, 
and that their expansion could achieved only 
war, the Communists were compelled follow 
the logic the historical situation. Had they 
pursued instead the gradualist path democratic 
socialism moved towards something like the 


Laski, J., Reflections the revolution our 
times, New York, Viking Press, 1943. 
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welfare economies England and the United 
States, Hitler would have triumphed. runs the 
argument. 


The question propose discuss this paper 
whether actual fact Communist practice has 
been guided its doctrinal justifications, whether 
Bolshevik historical behavior can squared with 
its professed Marxist theory, and, not, what set 
considerations actually determines the funda- 
mental line Bolshevik policy. 

The first observation which suggests itself 
unbiased inquiry that the Communists have 
inflated the elements voluntarism the Marx- 
ist system thought point where they 
have burst out its framework. From Com- 
munist point view this most heretical and 
impious charge. imply that Communist 
not Marxist tantamount the eyes believers 
asserting that one can Catholic without being 
Christian. None the less sober assessment 
Communist practice seems lead this conclu- 
sion—and this independently whether one re- 
gards Marx’s thought sound unsound. 

One Marx’s central contributions the 
study culture his theory historical ma- 
terialism. plagued all sorts ambigui- 
ties, loose formulations, and difficulties. But its 
intent clear. asserts that politics reflex 
economics, that the human will does not possess 
degrees historical freedom. Human action 
either the mode which social inevitabilities 
come pass or, freer and more charitable 
reading, responsible for choices between nar- 
rowly limited alternatives conditions his- 
torical crisis. Marxist any persuasion 
would admit that political action can create 
new social order unless the necessary antecedent 
economic conditions for its successful functioning 
were already present. Marx, Engels, Kautsky, 
Plechanov, and the entire Sanhedrin Social- 
Democratic expositors Marx, including Lenin 
before the First World War,* described these eco- 


the time the Revolution 1905, Lenin wrote, 
“Finally wish say that making the task 
the provisional revolutionary government achieve the 
minimum program, the resolution therefore eliminates 
the absurd, semi-anarchist idea that the maximum pro- 
gram, the conquest power for socialist revolution, 
can immediately achieved. The present degree eco- 
nomic development Russia (an objective condition) 
and the degree class consciousness and organization 
the broad masses the proletariat subjective condition 
indissolubly connected with the objective condition), make 


nomic conditions, and their social and cultural 
matured capitalist economy with 
industrial proletariat schooled modern proc- 
esses production and inspired enlightened 
world view was considered necessary not suf- 
ficient condition for the great social transforma- 
tion that would forever end economic class so- 
ciety and the exploitation man man. The 
socialist revolution was expected advanced in- 
dustrial countries like England and the United 
States, not one the most economically back- 
ward countries Europe. The Communists, than 
whom there are none more vehement their pro- 
testations Marxist orthodoxy, none the less 
seized political power Russia, destroyed the 
regime which one time Lenin declared “the 
freest” the world, characterized “by the absence 
oppression. the and built collec- 
tivist economy. Marx had proclaimed his 
troduction the Critique Political Economy 
that “no social order ever perishes before all the 
productive forces for which there room 
have There was plenty room 
for the development productive forces the 
Russia 1917, certainly not less than the 
United States 1917, which was decades ahead 
Russia, and yet more than doubled its produc- 
tive capacity since then. 

first, Lenin and Trotsky rationalized the 
Communist conquest power considering the 
world economy whole and claiming that 
world scale there was room for further ex- 
pansion—again the teeth the facts, since 
world capitalism, measured increase pro- 
ductivity, has developed tremendous scale. 
Lenin asserted that capitalism breaks down “at 
its weakest link” which Russia was supposed 
be; Trotsky discovered “law combined de- 
velopment” which enables backward countries 
telescope their social that they 
can skip phase industrial development.’ 
These hoc doctrines could just well explain 
socialist revolution the time Spain 
Turkey which were still weaker links the 
capitalist chain. valid they would have held 


the immediate, complete emancipation the working class 
impossible.” Lenin, Selected works 52, Moscow 
and New York, International Publishers, 1938. 

Collected works 20: 107, New York, In- 
ternational Publishers, 1929. 

Marx-Engels, Selected works 329, Moscow, 1950. 

discussion Lenin’s and Trotsky’s views, cf. 
Trotsky, L., History Russian Revolution Appendix 
New York, Simon and Shuster, 1932. 
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even for the time Marx and Engels, making 
nonsense their earlier predictions. 

But all this was preliminary more far- 
reaching abandonment Marxism. The assump- 
tion Lenin and Trotsky was that the world 
socialist revolution would begin after power was 
taken Russia and that the more highly indus- 
trialized countries would lead the march social- 
ism with Russia once more making the rear. 
When this did not happen, the Communists set 
themselves what Marxist theory declared 
economically impossible, i.e., build collectivist 
economy even though the necessary presupposi- 
tions were absent. Their very success refuted the 
theory which presumably guided them. social- 
ism defined collective ownership the in- 
struments mass production, then must re- 
gard one history’s greatest ironies that 
Marx has been decisively proved wrong his 
most vehment disciples. 

sure socialism can defined not merely 
collectivist economy but one functioning 
under democratic political controls which case 
there can talk socialism under totali- 
tarian dictatorship. But orthodox Marxism can- 
not consistently define culture save the basis 
its economy. After all, quite explicit that 
democracy and dictatorship both are merely super- 
structural addenda. Just capitalism still re- 
mains capitalism whether functions under demo- 
cratic dictatorial forms so, accordance with 
this line thinking, socialism remains socialism 
irrespective whether administered under 
democracy dictatorship. any rate most 
contexts socialism category economic, not 
political, classification. 

are not interested here the exegetical con- 
flicts between doctrinaire Marxists but readily 
verified historical facts which cannot explained 
away. year the day after the Communists 
seized power Russia, Lenin unveiled memorial 
Marx and Engels. his speech acclaimed 
their great historical merit their “scientific 
analysis the inevitability the collapse 
capitalism and its transition 
that very time against great odds, Lenin and his 
party were trying make the inevitable come 
pass. was their will power, together with 
the inepitude and disunity their opponents, 
which was shaping day day events and nothing 

Collected works 23: 291, New York, 
International Publishers, 1945. 
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remotely resembling any social economic neces- 
sity. 


aspect Communist domestic policy 
this clearer than the transformation the 
Marxist concept “the dictatorship the pro- 
letariat” phrase infrequently used Marx 
synonymous with workers’ democracy) into 
dictatorship the Communist Party—and its 
leaders—over the proletariat. 

Marx never made any clear distinction between 
his party and the proletariat and seems have 
accepted kind “theory spontaneity” accord- 
ing which the workers, following the pattern 
set the Paris Commune, would democratically 
control their political and industrial life. 
assumed that the socialist revolution when 
occurred would have clear majority the popu- 
lation its support. After the February Revolu- 
tion the Soviets became the special organ work- 
ers, soldiers, and peasants distinct from the 


Provisional Government which looked towards 


the Constituent Assembly for authoritative 
democratic mandate. There evidence that 
any definite time the actual will the majority 
the Russian population was reflected the 
Soviets. Representation was uneven, the city 
Soviets exercised disproportionate influence and 
there were direct elections the Provincial 
and all Union Soviets. But they did provide 
more less free area discussion and debate 
representatives the Russian working popula- 
tion and soldiery. 

When Lenin returned Russia from abroad 
April, 1917, called for the transfer all 
political power the Soviets despite the fact that 
“we [the Bolsheviks] are the The 
Soviets were the political form through which the 
dictatorship the proletariat was exercised. 
made effective capital the call “All Power 
the Soviets” until appeared that the Soviets, 
repelled the premature attempts the seizure 
power the Bolsheviks July, showed clearly 
that they were prepared defend the Provisional 
government against further insurrectionary at- 
tempts. Then revealing and much neglected 
essay Slogans, Lenin frankly acknowledged 
that the appeal for all power the Soviets, 
hitherto defended democratic principle, was 
nothing but slogan. called for its abandon- 


ment, despite the fact that the Soviets still repre- 


®Lenin, Collected works, 20: 107, New York, 
International Publishers, 1929. 
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sented the largest group workers and peasants, 
and for the preparation insurrectionary pro- 
gram. “The slogan the power passing the 
Soviets would present sound quixotic and 
mocking,” 

The Sixth Congress the Bolshevik Party 
formally approved Lenin’s new proposal which 
was clear declaration that the Bolsheviks would 
attempt seize power behind the backs the 
Soviet democracy. After the Kornilov affair, 
Lenin again proposed the slogan “All Power 
the Soviets,” suspended when rebuffed other 
working class and peasant parties, and returned 
only when the Bolsheviks got majority 
the Petersburg and Moscow Soviets. Trotsky 
candidly admits that the slogans under which the 
Bolsheviks carried out their insurrection meant 
merely “All Power the Bolshevik Soviets.” 

Although Lenin, and Stalin after him, speak 
“the dictatorship the proletariat” “historic 
necessity” attempt ever made show how 
the actual nature such dictatorship determines 
any specific political institutional form, except that 
representation shifts from geographical 
occupational basis. The “dictatorship the bour- 
geoisie” presumed present under parlia- 
mentary institutions, matter how democratic, 
well under the rule dictator. Yet 
time have the Bolsheviks held that such politi- 
cal dictatorship, even Fascism political 
system, inevitably bound with capitalist de- 
velopment. always pictured consequence 
political weakness betrayal. Why, then, 
must “the dictatorship the proletariat” take 
politically dictatorial form? Neither Lenin nor 
any other Bolshevik theoretician offers any plausi- 
ble explanation terms their own Marxist 
doctrines. 

The truth seems that, confronted with 
opportunity seize power, the Communists aban- 
doned the entire democratic heritage the 
Marxist tradition. Despite elaborate semantic 
by-play with the terms “democratic” and “leader- 
ship,” clear that neither Lenin nor Stalin re- 
garded majority rule necessary element 
their conception democracy. Their idea was 
first seize power and then count the votes 


determine who won the confidence the ma-- 


10Lenin, I., Collected works 21: 45, New York, 
International Publishers, 1932. 

Trotsky, L., History Russian Revolution 320, 
New York, Simon and Shuster, 1932. 

Stalin, J., Leninism 29, New York, International 
Publishers, 1928. 
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jority. Stalin quotes Lenin with full approval: 
“If the proletariat win over the majority 
the population, must first all overthrow the 
bourgeoisie and seize the powers the state.” 

The term “proletariat” very elastic one and 
the Communists stretch suit their conveni- 
ence. Strictly speaking the class industrial 
workers who not only constitute minority the 
population most countries but minority 
workers industrially backward countries such 
Russia was 1917. order, therefore, 
win over even majority the workers, “the vic- 
torious proletariat” must seize power. Only then 
will position “to gain the sympathy and 
win the support the majority the working 
(though non-proletarian) masses whose wants will 
satisfied the cost the 

remains ask only, lift the curtain the 
last corner who the “revolutionary 
proletariat” which seizes power, overthrows the 
bourgeoisie, lays down the new rules suffrage, 
counts the votes, and determines when the con- 
fidence majority workers and, ultimately 
the majority the population, has been won? 
The actions well the writings the Bol- 
shevik leaders leave doubt that the answer 
the Communist Party. 

The relation between the Party and class has 
always been very embarrassing one Com- 
munist theoreticians especially since they are well 
aware that Marx never spoke the dictatorship 
the Party and condemned analogous notions 
Bakunin and Blanqui conspiratorial perversions. 
Lenin impatient and scornful those who 
counterpose “the dictatorship the Party” 
the “dictatorship the class.” seeks con- 
ceal the mechanics political control which 
every element cunningly prearranged con- 
ceptual maze which, because the party allegedly 
knows the interests the workers better than 
they themselves, there need for the flum- 
mery freely given consent. When all ambigui- 
ties are resolved, the so-called dictatorship the 
proletariat the Soviet Union and elsewhere 
open dictatorship minority Communist 
Party, the leaders that Party, over the 
proletariat and the population large. For all 
his refusal face the issues clearly, and his 
introduction the dialectic swallow contradic- 
tions, Lenin admits, and Stalin after him, that the 
dictatorship the proletariat substantially the 


Lac. cit. 
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“dictatorship the Party.” Long before the 
Stalin constitution declared the law 
the land, Lenin admitted: “In the Soviet Union 
the land where the dictatorship the proletariat 
force, important political organizational 
problem ever decided our Soviets and other 
mass organizations without directives from the 
The theory and practice democratic 
centralism guarantees that the dictatorship the 
party sooner later leads the outlawry 
party factions and the dictatorship the 
bureau. 

not laboring these points establish what 
obvious anyone who has the slightest ac- 
quaintance with the Soviet Union. cite them 
indicate that the theory and practice Com- 
munism, and this true not only the Soviet 
Union but every country which Communists 
have come power, cannot essential respects 
identified with some the central doctrines, 
right, wrong, confused, Marxism. The Com- 
munists are not the midwives social revolu- 
tion waiting born. They are the engineers 
professional technicians revolution any 
time and any place. 

Important political corollaries follow from 
recognition what their true ideology is. The 
Communists are very jealous their claim 
Marxists; they preen themselves upon their 
realism, and scornfully distinguish themselves 
from all varieties Utopian socialism. But their 
realism entirely different sort thing from 
what should expect from historical material- 
ists. They are not all realistic about the ob- 
jective economic presuppositions socialism, 
about the problem finding substitutes for capi- 
talist accumulation, and calculating the costs 
enforced technical development. They are real- 
istic only about the problems conquering politi- 
cal Once they have conquered power 
and can hold any means, then 
definition that country ripe for socialism. The 
achievement socialism through the dictatorship 
the party the agenda history any 
time any country. Only the prospects suc- 
cess must carefully assessed. The Communist 
Party is, therefore, not only revolutionary party 
virtue its program but revolution-making 
party. 

Selected works 10: 88, Moscow and 
1938. 


Plamenatz, German Marxism and Russian 
Communism, 294, New York, Longman’s, 1954. 
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Logically the attempt build socialism irrespec- 
tive the material economic presuppositions can 
carried out rapid slow tempo, partial 
and piecemeal collectivization one fell decree, 
the use pilot plants and force example 
physical coercion. Similarly, the existence 
political dictatorship does not necessitate 
dictatorship all fields culture the history 
most dictatorships the twentieth century 
shows. The party regime set Lenin did not 
inescapably lead the cultural totalitarianism 
Stalin despite the beginnings already clearly dis- 
cernible under the former. Decisions were made 
each point—decisions which were not merely 
technical but moral since their consequences had 
profound bearings the welfare others. The 
evidence clear that every major decision taken, 
with the exception the period immediately fol- 
lowing War Communism, turned the screws 
totalitarian Soviet society and culture 
more tightly. too, the Communists acted 
the name the doctrines Marxism comfort- 
ing themselves with the belief that they were recog- 
nizing and yielding the iron necessities his- 
tory. reality they were substituting their own 
driving wills consolidate their political power 
for the driving forces social development. 
There convincing evidence that the initial de- 
cision seize power backward country com- 
pelled them wield that power they did. 

may illuminating discuss from this 
point view phenomena disparate the en- 
forced total cellectivization agriculture and the 
straitjacketing art and science the state 
philosophy dialectical materialism. 

Marx predicted that the laws capitalist pro- 
duction would hold for agriculture well for 
industry. His predictions were far 
coming true that led modifications the 
agrarian program Social-Democrats every- 
where. Although according Marx nationaliza- 
tion the land was strictly socialist meas- 
ure and could carried out even under capital- 
ism, most Social Democratic parties soft pedaled 
this note rural countries where strong inde- 
pendent peasantry existed with feudal back- 
ground. Russia nationalization the land 
was decreed immediately after the October Revo- 
lution but practice this meant only the expro- 
priation the landlords without compensation, 
distribution their land, and the multiplication 
and strengthening millions independent peas- 
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ant holdings. effect the Communists had car- 
ried out the agrarian program the non-Marxist 
Social Revolutionary Party. The number col- 
lective government farms established 
1927 was insignificant. Marxist theory had as- 
sumed that the peasants would put off their 
lands and proletarianized the growth agri- 
cultural capitalism. Since this did not happen 
even capitalist countries, could hardly hap- 
pen country which capitalism had been 
abolished. The only thing the Bolsheviks could 
rely was the force example, i.e., the greater 
productivity the state farms and cooperatives, 
and the power supply the technical means 
make agriculture viable. Measured by. achieve- 
ment, the force example turned out quite 
unimpressive. made inroads the peas- 
ant’s psychology. The state industry made 
impossible bring economic pressure the 
peasants. Wheat, not steel, was king social- 
ist economy scarcity. There was economic 
necessity collectivize the farms order 
guarantee grain deliveries since relaxing the 
pace industralization the basic technological 
needs the peasants could have been gradually 
met. fortiori there was economic necessity 
collectivize agriculture span four years 
and such fashion that some respects Soviet 
agriculture worse off today than when the pro- 
gram was introduced—aside from the millions 
lives destroyed and the ghastly suffering produced 
the process. The ruthlessness the drive de- 
feated the anticipated economic advantages. Ina 
sense, the agricultural revolution undertaken ten 
years after power had been won had much more 
profound effect upon Russian life than the social 
revolution the decade which preceded it. Of- 
ficial sources make secret the fact that this 
revolution was commanded and initiated from 
above. Its effect was make the Soviet peasant 
once more two differences. was 
serf exclusively the state and 
tions and rewards were computed modern book- 
keeping methods. 

Lenin had placed his hope the Russian peas- 
ant growing into socialism through their village 
cooperatives aided Soviet power and electri- 
fication. This was viable procedure. Stalin 
destroyed the peasant cooperatives, drove the 
peasants into collective farms which the time 
lacked electrification, and launched program 
hypertrophic capital goods construction while the 
masses lacked adequate food, clothing, and shelter. 
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The “permancnt revolution” Lenin and Trotsky 
resulted permanent shortage consumption 
goods and permanent state political insecurity. 
There was nothing inevitable about this develop- 
ment. Once decisions were taken, course, they 
limited possible alternatives. But there were al- 
ways alternatives open which permitted the use 
methods more less democratic, more less 
humane. 

Some Marxist critics the Communists who 
share their professed determinism see the grim 
features Soviet life the unavoidable conse- 
quences the first fall from the state Marxist 
virtue and orthodoxy. true course that 
some decisions and actions entail others. The 
consequence taking the first step over the preci- 
pice further and faster fall. Such criticism 
valid would absolve the Communists any moral 
responsibility for actions subsequent their con- 
quest power. But there evidence that the 
historical concatenation events Russia 
elsewhere hangs only from one fateful action 
that its justification can derived from one 
poisoned premise. This may best seen from 
analysis Soviet controls culture. 


The totalitarianization Soviet culture has 
gone far that emerges culturally unique 
trait modern times. Can derived from any 
the Marxist premises Bolshevik ideology? 
Was required, did any way help, the pro- 
grams industrialization and 

Marxist doctrine views the cultural superstruc- 
ture natural outgrowth the development 
the mode production, not hothouse plant 
that can made flourish forced feeding. 
Law and political action can have reciprocal ef- 
fects the economy but they cannot legislate for 
literature, art, music, philosophy. the ex- 
tent that they are authentic they are largely “un- 
conscious” expressions the acceptances and 
rejections, the moods, the hopes, dreams, and frus- 
trations the world which men find themselves. 
Even science this oversimplified, monistic view 
derivative response the needs production 
which indirectly influence the basic problems 
research. The planned society envisaged Marx 
and Engels did not include planned spiritual life 
for man but liberation the creative spirit from 
economic and political restraints, and enjoyment 
complete cultural autonomy. The picture 
naive the prediction the disappearance 
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the state but indicates perspective liberation 
for culture, not one its coordination the 
police power. 

Nor, answer our second question above, has 
anyone ever presented particle evidence that 
the styles socialist realism formalism any 
other aesthetic matter which the Central Ex- 
ecutive Committee the Russian Communist 
Party has taken stand possess the slightest prac- 
tical bearing productivity Soviet industry 
agriculture. The same true for moot questions 
theoretical science from the Einstein theory 
relativity its cosmic implication the prin- 
ciple indeterminancy atomic physics. 

The most that can argued that since the 
philosophy dialectical materialism asserts that 
all things are interrelated, different theoretical 
positions any field, ranging from art zoology, 
must ultimately lead practice different po- 
litical positions. Since definition the Com- 
munist Party has the only true political position, 
therefore has the most reliable, not infallible, 
criterion what sound unsound any 
field whatsoever. 

The premise the argument false: not all 
things are interrelated. But even true, the 
reasoning faulty. would justify scientists 
claiming right veto the wisdom the 
Politbureau the presumed ground that its 
political decisions have scientific implications 
which they are the authorities. The patent fact 
is, however, that the character any art form 
any specific scientific theory irrelevant 
questions politics. The attitude towards mod- 
ern art classical and folk music the part 
Truman, Stalin, Churchill, and Hitler was 
pretty much the same despite their different po- 
litical faiths. Zhdanov’s fulminations against mod- 
ernism poetry, music, and literature sound very 
much like the tirades philistines 
with the immense difference that the latter would 
never dream erecting their private prejudices 
into public law. The secret the party line 
music neither the economy socialist society 
nor the philosophy dialectical materialism but 
simply and solely Stalin’s ear—or the ear what- 
ever tyrants succeed him. This entire episode 
cultural degradation was made possible form 


Zhdanov, A., Essays literature, philosophy and 
music, Eng. trans., 76, New York, International Pub- 
lishers, 1950. The essay music the translation 
the text speech delivered conference leading 
Soviet musicians called the Central Executive Com- 
mittee the Russian Communist Party. 
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party dictatorship which turn meant the 
dictatorship the leader leading group. 
Under other leadership might not have hap- 
pened and still have left unaffected the iron clad 


control the Party the political life Soviet 
society. 


There remains consider the claim that the 
foreign policy the Soviet Union was the key 
its domestic policy, particularly its prevision 
military intervention its enemies. true 
that the forced pace Soviet industrialization per- 
mitted the Soviet Union meet Hitler’s invasion 
with weapons and the auxiliary material war 
essential its victory. Without discounting the 
immense aid received from its allies, the great 
bulk the arms and equipment the Red Army 
was manufactured the Soviet Union. Was there 
not, therefore, objective logic the domestic 
policies and decisions the Soviet leaders espe- 
cially their programs industrialization and 
collectivization which provided arms and grain 
reserve? their policies were based upon 
analysis the development European economy 
and politics must not recognize that Marxist 
doctrine played role—an intelligent and im- 
portant one—in the pattern Soviet events? 
Can not say the Soviet leaders that without 
being Talmudic their Marxist critics other 
camps they were not less principled but vastly 
more creative? Have they not been vindicated 
the judgment history, their victory over 
Hitler? 

Before affirmative answer these questions 
can given, would first have inquire into 
the extent which foreign affairs the Bol- 
sheviks were the architects their own isolation 
and Russia’s trial ordeal; and second, what the 
likelihood that they would have been able 
withstand the full weight Nazi ferocity they 
had been compelled face Hitler alone—from 
which they were saved plan merit 
their own. 

The first point that requires examination the 
responsibility the Bolshevik leaders for the 
victory Fascism Germany and Italy. 
united working-class movement either one 
those countries would have created political 
situation which neither Hitler nor Mussolini 
might have come power. But with greater 
zeal than they attacked capitalism, the Commu- 
nists set themselves the task smashing Social 
Democracy. The the Communist 
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International, the sabotage the Weimar Re- 
public, including insurrectionary attempts, the 
promulgation the doctrine social-fascism 
were all parts unremitting crusade aimed 
first the liquidation democratic socialism. 
Even Harold Laski, who inconsistently hailed the 
Soviet system the hope the world, admits 
probable “that had Lenin not precipitated the 
fatal split the working classes implied the 
fundation the Communist International, cer- 
tainly not Hitler, and perhaps not Mussolini, 
would have attained power.” 

What Lenin began, Stalin carried grotesque 
lengths his theory social-fascism, promul- 
gated early 1924, faithfully followed the 
entire Communist world movement until the 
Seventh Congress the Communist Interna- 
tional 1935, never officially abrogated, and 
periodically revived since then. According 
this theory the Social Democrats were “the mod- 
erate wing fascism. These organizations 
cist and Social-Democratic] not negate but 
supplement each other. They are not antipodes, 
they are This meant was absurd 
expect genuine united action with Social Demo- 
crats combat Fascism since would uniting 
with one group Fascists combat another. 

The truth that the rise Fascism social 
and political movement was never anticipated 
the Communists either the basis their pro- 
fessed Marxist faith any other. When 
appeared the scene the Communists completely 
mistook and underestimated its significance. They 
assumed would collapse its own weight 
shortly after came power. They were con- 
fident did not collapse that they would liqui- 
date but “only over the corpse Social De- 
mocracy.” late the May Day pronounce- 
ments the Communist International 1933, 
five months after Hitler had been power, the 
Kremlin declared that the chief enemy the 
German working class was not Hitler but Ger- 
man Social Democracy. May 1933, Hitler 
destroyed the Social-Democratic and Communist 
trade-unions alike. 

Having encouraged Fascism come power 
hopes that the Soviet Union could stand 
while the “imperialist Western powers” destroyed 
each other, the Communist leaders became fright- 
ened the prospects their isolation and 

Laski, J., Reflections the revolution our 
time, 84, New York, Viking Press, 1943. 


Stalin, J., Collected works 294, Moscow, Foreign 
Languages Publishing House, 1953. 
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concerted world crusade against they 
sought overcome this dangerous 
pursuing two radically different approaches—a 
“popular front” tactic which Communists 
dressed themselves liberal wool 
democratic slogans, and secret overtures 
Hitler. The second won out after Munich. 
signing pact with Hitler and guaranteeing him 
against second front, Stalin helped precipitate 
the Second World War. When Hitler turned 
Stalin both them expected immediate peace 
among all the capitalist countries, democratic and 
Although Lenin and Stalin never 
ceased pointing “contradictions” among capi- 
talist powers, both had been predicting world 
capitalist crusade against the Soviet Union with 
different countries slated the lead different 
And indeed nothing the Marxist doc- 
trine, which sees war not only the continuation 
politics but reflex the clash economic 
interests, prepared the Soviet leaders for their 
grand alliance with one set capitalist powers 
against another capitalist power which posed 
savior” Europe and Christianity from Bol- 

extremely problematical whether the Soviet 
Union could have survived, alone and unaided, the 
full brunt German invasion without allies 
the West, especially view the millions 
defections Hitler’s armies Russian soldiers 
and peasants the outset the war. 

view all this one entitled considerable 
skepticism concerning the claim that the programs 
industrialization and collectivization and total 
terror were necessary consequence foreign 
policy defence against intervention. The threat 
intervention worked two ways. Before, dur- 
ing and after the Civil War, the Bolsheviks never 
concealed their own program intervention 
revolutionary subversion into the affairs other 
countries. This intervention included the possi- 
bility direct military engagement Soviet mili- 
tary forces beyond their own borders. This 
made manifest many passages. edition 
Stalin’s Problems Leninism published re- 
cently 1953 Moscow, the Soviet regime in- 
cludes Stalin’s discussion, fortified citations 
from Lenin, the way which the first socialist 
country can render assistance revolutionary 
Communist movements other countries. 


what should this assistance expressed 
should expressed, first, the victorious coun- 
try achieving “the utmost possible one country for 


DETERMINISM AND COMMUNIST FIAT 


the development, support and awakening the revo- 
lution all countries.” (See Lenin, 23: 385). 

Second, should expressed that the “victori- 
ous proletariat” one country, “having expropriated 
the capitalists and organized socialist production, 
would stand against the rest the world, the capi- 
talist world, attracting its cause the oppressed 
classes other countries, raising revolts those 
countries against the capitalists, and the event 
necessity coming out even with armed force against 
the exploiting classes and their states.” (See Lenin, 
232-233.) 


the eyes the Bolsheviks, all this dialec- 
tically interrelated with “peaceful coexistence.” 
This passage should pondered together with 
another important text Stalin’s which 
explains how before the seizure power every 


act planned aggression was represented 
measure 


close with some considerations way 
summary 

The orthodox Marxist theory social de- 
velopment has received its definitive refutation 
the hands those who flaunt their Marxism 
the world. 

The so-called scientific socialism Marx 
and Engels does not guide the Communists 
their actions. are neither historical nor 
economic determinists. Marxism the Soviet 
Union functions strictly the way Marx defined 
ideology, “false consciousness” which 
masks from the protagonists themselves the causes, 
grounds, and motives action. 

There reason doubt the Communists’ 
belief their proclaimed goal which the estab- 
lishment world wide economy planned from 
above and functioning under the tightest totali- 
tarian controls which force, ingenuity, and terror 
can establish. Meanwhile the prediction that the 
state will some day wither away serves con- 
soling myth. Soviet internationalism, unless con- 
flicts develop between the Chinese and Russian 
Communists which present there are in- 
dications whatsoever, except journalistic suspi- 
cion, Russian nationalism whose actual content 
has little common with Russian nationalism 
the past. 

The actual guiding doctrine the Com- 
munist regime, distinct from its official ideology 


Op. cit., 147. 
Stalin, J., Collected works 357, Moscow, 1953. 
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social engineering whose goals recognize limits 
except physical biological impossibility and 
whose means are indefinite flexibility. The 
goals are fixed, pursued with fanaticism, and never 
tested the consequences the means employed 
achieve them. wish predict and cope 
with Communist behavior, much more important 
than Communist social philosophy the Com- 
munist theory, strategy, and tactics world revo- 
lution. 

paradoxical but great significance 
that the propaganda appeals used the Com- 
munists are more often “ideal” than 
“economic.” independence, justice, 
equality, nationalism, and other psychologically 
powerful themes are When its own ex- 
istence hung precariously the balance, the 
Kremlin rallied support itself under the slogan 
“defence Mother Russia,” not “defence 
socialism.” Psychological factors are realistically 
surveyed not from the point view what can 
achieved but what human beings can made 
believe. 

Although the existence the Soviet Union 
refutes the Marxian theory historical material- 
ism, may argued that not recondite sense 
the humanistic aspect Marxism has been vin- 
dicated the character Soviet culture. 
declaring impossible build socialist economy 
where the objective were absent 
Marx was mistaken. But assumed that there 
were certain human needs and moral values which 
would guide political action and which would 
limit what human beings are prepared 
other human beings. That one cannot build 
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socialist economy backward country except 
morally prohibitive cost the sense his 
socialist humanism. are completely indiffer- 
ent questions human cost and suffering, only 
physical and biological necessities limit action. 
can make even desert bloom are pre- 
pared fertilize with human corpses and water 
with rivers blood and tears. Allowing for 
comparable starting points, the costs suffering 
exacted from the peoples the Soviet Union 
price for industrialization exceeded far those 
endured the Japanese the thirty years, the 
Germans the forty years, and the English 
the fifty years required build their large scale 
industry. Marxists have sometimes implicitly 
recognized the fact that moral judgment in- 
volved every effort change the course 
events. This was realized even Lenin him- 
self before the Revolution once de- 
clared with explicit reference 
“Whoever wants approach socialism an- 
other path, other than political democracy, will 
inevitably arrive absurd and reactionary con- 
clusions the economic and 
sense.” 

This judgment has been confirmed. Lenin 
and his followers have helped destroy the tradi- 
tional historical determinisms which set too nar- 
row limits what human will and action can 
achieve. But thereby they have brought home 
sensitive and reflective men everywhere the cen- 
trality the problem moral choice and re- 
sponsibility historical affairs. 

V., Selected works 52, Moscow and New 
York, 1938. 


STALIN’S VISION UTOPIA: THE FUTURE COMMUNIST SOCIETY 
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STALIN was Communist planner who 
planned everything very carefully, except the goal 
all his plans—the full-blown Communist so- 
ciety the future. The Communists tell that 
such society does not yet exist anywhere the 
world, but that some nine hundred million peo- 
ple, one-third the population the earth, 
now live territories under Communist com- 
mand and that all mankind the march toward 
the Communist goal. The nature this goal, 
the promised pattern the Communist society 
the future, would therefore seem matter 
some interest; but far the present writer 
aware, Communist has described this goal 
any detail, and non-Communist has made 
careful study such sketches the Communists 
have supplied. 


WHAT WAS STALIN’S GOAL? 


The purpose this paper assemble the 
scattered comments Stalin his future good 
society, and with the help inference and inter- 
pretation, sometimes even speculation, com- 
pose these fragments into more systematic pic- 
ture than Stalin himself ever presented, his 
own Utopia. the interest thoroughness, the 
task will confined within these limits, and the 
question how far Stalin’s desiga original 


Acknowledgments: The writer has not forgotten the 
impression that was left his mind many years ago 
Lewis Mumford’s Story Utopias (New York, Boni 
and Liveright, but this only one item in- 
debtedness that has continued accumulate through 
thirty-five years stimulating contact. 

1949-1950, the writer’s suggestion, two members 
his Seminar the Russian Institute Columbia Uni- 
versity wrote essays the history, prior 1937, 
Stalin’s conception the good society the future. The 
writer very grateful these two researchers for per- 
mission take advantage their work collecting 
source materials, and use their footnotes guide 
the original texts many pertinent statements Stalin. 
The essays question are those Major (now Lieu- 
tenant Colonel) Heston Cole and Thomas Roth- 
child. Much appreciation also due Michael 
Petchkovsky for his assistance gathering source ma- 
terials, especially for the last two decades Stalin’s life. 


with him, and how far was borrowed from 
Marx, Engels, Lenin others, matter that 
will reserved for special treatment another 
place. There will here show 
what practical compromises Stalin might have felt 
compelled accept, this that future situa- 
tion; the intention is, rather, determine, 
far possible, the nature the ideal goal that 
set before the world. Most particularly, the 
purpose try determine what Stalin meant 
—if indeed meant anything all—when 
said that when Communism comes full flower, 
men will free. 

For several reasons seems quite reasonable 
ask Stalin give detailed testimony the sub- 
ject his Utopia. For one thing, with the pass- 
time, Lenin first and then Stalin gave 
increasing emphasis the influence human in- 
telligence and human will upon the course his- 
tory (though the same time both these men 
progressively restricted the function decision- 
making narrower and narrower circle lead- 
ers). The complex subject the conflict be- 
tween determinism and indeterminism Com- 
munist philosophy lies outside the scope this 
paper, but essential make the point here 
that proportion the Communist emphasis 
shifted from determinism indeterminism—from 
the inevitable the desirable—from what had 
be, what ought be—their specific obligation 
increased describe with precision the goal 
their movement. 

This obligation has been greatly augmented 
another circumstance: the human cost Com- 
munist revolution and reconstruction has turned 
out far greater than its proponents had fore- 
seen. Just what, then, purchased the 
price much violence, destruction, suffering, 
and death? The Communist leaders urging 
humanity pay the price and press toward 
the goal; hence seems only reasonable ask 
these leaders exactly what there out there, 
the other side this vale tears. 

One Communist explanation the failure 
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provide description their Utopia that Com- 
munist society will not static, but will 
changing. The answer would seem that, 
Communism can sought goal, that goal 
can certainly described. The description might 
restricted the first fleeting when full 
Communism attained—if that would make the 
task portrayal less embarrassing the experts. 

Again, demands upon the Communists for 
description full-blown Communism have often 
been met them with the statement that fully 
developed Communist society still remote 
that its outlines cannot foreseen with clarity. 
When Communist makes this plea avoidance, 
effect demanding wrecking permit when 
does not know, will not reveal, what 
that wants build place the society that 
wants destroy. Nearly two decades ago, 
however, this excuse remoteness lost any va- 
lidity may ever have had, for 1936 Stalin 
announced that “in the main,” Soviet society had 
already achieved socialism, and was then entering 
upon the period transition from socialism 
Communism.? 

sum, Stalin and the other Communists de- 
mand that their costly process destruction and 
construction extended around the world; they 
claim that the “Fatherland Socialism” ad- 
vancing rapidly toward the goal Communism; 
they emphasize increasingly the determining im- 
portance the decision-making leadership this 
triumphant advance; they have persuaded 
driven hundreds millions men join 
what the leaders call “the building Commu- 
nism.” Surely not unreasonable, then, ask 
Stalin, the cosmic architect, “the leader all 
progressive mankind,” for his design for the fin- 
ished structure. The authority Stalin’s name 
certainly not now what was during his life- 
time, but his writings continue command 
great influence. among Communists inside and 
outside the Soviet Union,’ and the reasons for 


proekte konstitutsii soiuza SSSR. Doklad 
Chrezvychainom VIII Vsesoiuznom s’ezde Sovetov, 
noiabria 1936 g., Voprosy leninizma, 11th ed., 511, 
515, Moscow, 1947. Except where otherwise indicated 
the footnotes, Joseph Stalin the author all the ma- 
terials cited. 

See, for example, two articles published Pravda 
March 1954, the first anniversary Stalin’s death: 
Anon., Stalin, the great continuator the cause 
Lenin; and Alexandrov, G., Powerful force creative 
Marxism. Both articles translated Current Digest 
the Soviet Press (9): 13-16, 1954. 
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questioning him the present subject are obvious 
enough. 


UNRESPONSIVE WITNESS 


From the first pages Stalin’s collected works 
(where there appears item dating from 1901) 
down the end his career, his writings and 
speeches have been searched for the elements 
grand design for the future. this subject, 
Stalin rather unresponsive witness. For ex- 
ample, the tenth Russian edition the volume 
his selected writings and speeches known 
Voprosy (Problems Leninism) the 
subject index lists 179 page references under the 
entry, “dictatorship the proletariat,” while 
under the entry, “Communist society” (where 
there will be, Stalin says, state and therefore 
dictatorship), the total number page refer- 
ences provided this same index three. This 
edition Problems Leninism old one 
(the eleventh and final edition does not have 
subject index) the selections the book are not 
fully representative Stalin’s work; the index 
itself incomplete and other ways defective 
and the author the book was himself engaged 
currently the operation dictatorship; yet 
the disproportion between 179 citations under dic- 
tatorship and under the promised non-dictator- 
ship requires some sort explanation. 

his earliest writing project any length 
series articles published and 
particularly his last writings consequence 
(published just five months before his 
Stalin gave more attention than ever gave else- 
where the Communist society the future. 
far known the present writer, never 
any time his life did Stalin make his Utopia the 
principal topic any book, brochure, article, 
speech, matter how brief; but fragmentary com- 
ments one aspect another the subject are 
scattered various points among his outgivings 
half century. 

The paucity material this subject from 
Stalin’s hand not due any general reluctance 
his part put his thoughts paper. His col- 
lected output down January, 1934, fills thirteen 
volumes, and his writings and speeches during the 
two subsequent decades will round number 
volumes addition. some kind perver- 

Moscow, 1934. 
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sion, Stalin has often been thought strong, 
silent rather, was strong and highly 
verbose man; with him reticence that 
ceptional. But and large his comments the 
Communist Utopia are brief, scattered, incom- 
plete, sometimes obscure, and sometimes least 
outwardly self-contradictory. ex- 
planation these characteristics will hazarded 
after the content the materials themselves has 
first been examined. 


Ill. THE DEVELOPMENT THE 
MEGA-STATE 


Stalin’s Utopia stateless society, and 
that goal attained, says, through vast 
and unprecedented strengthening the state—an 
expansion that both external and internal. 
According Stalin, this expanding state has, 
course, the form “dictatorship the prole- 
but for reasons that cannot developed 
here, his mega-state should thought of, through- 
out this discussion, dictatorship the Com- 
munist Party, more accurately, dictatorship 
the leaders, the single leader, that Party. 

1930 Stalin asked himself whether there was 
not contradiction the Communist treatment 
the question the state. 


are favor the dying out the state. And 
the same time are favor the strengthening 
the dictatorship the proletariat, which the 
mightiest and the most powerful authority among all 
the forms the state that have ever existed. The 
higher development the state power, with the ob- 
jective preparing the conditions for the dying out 
the state power—that the Marxist formula. 
“contradictory”? Yes, “contradictory.” But 
living contradiction, and wholly reflects the 
Marxist 


1933 Stalin said, “The dying out the state 
will come, not through weakening the state 
power, but through its the utmost 

the transition from socalism Communism, 
the expanding state directs, and deeply involved 
in, fundamental changes that affect four interre- 
lated aspects the transitional society: its inter- 
national power position, its economic productivity, 


Tsentral’nogo Komiteta XVI 
S’ezdu VKP(b), iiunia, 1930 g., Sochineniia 12: 369- 
370, Moscow, 1949. 

pervoi Doklad ianvaria, 1933 
Obedinennyi plenum TsK TsKK VKP(b), Sochineniia 
13: 211, Moscow, 1951. 
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its internal organization, and the very nature 
its citizens. 


IV. TOWARD ONE WORLD 


the subject the international power posi- 
tion that must attained socialist society be- 
fore the state can wither away, Stalin appeared 
take, two different periods, two widely differ- 
ent positions. Late 1922, when the four major 
Soviet republics—the Russian, the Ukrainian, the 
Belorussian, and the Transcaucasian—were the 
process forming the Union Soviet Socialist 
Republics, Stalin expressed the hope that this 
would “serve another decisive step along the 
way toward the unification the toilers the 
entire world single World Socialist Soviet 
Republic.” This amounts saying that before 
the stateless Communism the future can 
attained, the world whole will first have 

However, Stalin subsequently made statements 
that seemed their face alter this position 


radically. the Party Congress 1939 de- 
clared 


are going Communism. Will our state 

Yes, will preserved, the capitalist encircle- 
ment not liquidated, and the danger foreign 
military attack not eliminated. 

No, will not preserved, but will die out, 
the capitalist encirclement liquidated and re- 


1950 Stalin defined “the victory social- 
ism” “the majority countries” precondi- 
tion for the withering away the and 
again few months before his death formu- 
lated this precondition “the expansion the 


obedinenii sovetskikh respublik [1922], Marksizm 
vopros, 95, Moscow, 1938. 

the Program the Communist International, 
adopted capital 1928, even more extreme 
position was taken: was declared that precondition 
for the attainment socialism the establishment 
World Union Soviet Socialist Fepublics uniting the 
whole mankind under the hegemony the interna- 
tional proletariat organized state.” Burns, Emile, 
ed., Handbook Marxism, 991, New York, 1935. 
remembered that this date (1928) the term 
“socialism” was generally employed Communists 
designate period which would precede, and lead to, 
the period full Communism. 

doklad XVIII s’ezde partii rabote 
TsK VKP(b), marta 1939 g., Voprosy leninizma, 606, 
ed., Moscow, 1947. 
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the countries the world.” 

these later declarations there is, overtly, 
substantial reduction the prerequisites for the 
achievement stateless Communism: that is, 
the area that must first socialized ostensibly 
reduced from “the entire world” majority 
the countries the world,” while the necessity 
for uniting these countries single Soviet state 
not mentioned these later formulations. Yet 
when Stalin made these later statements was 
acutely concerned with the relative power posi- 
tion the socialist area divided world. 
had been willing explain his case somewhat 
further, would surely have said, first, that 
the interest establishing and maintaining 
favorable balance power (as well for other 
reasons), the expanding socialist world ought 
ideally united single state organization 
approximating that the Soviet Union, and 
second, that this super-state ought not al- 
lowed wither away until the socialist area, when 
deprived its state structure, would still continue 
substantially more powerful than the non- 
socialist world with its still-existing states. Thus, 
Stalin’s own logic the two-world conflict would 
seem dictate that before stateless Communism 
can attained, the resources and the population 
the world must first united, least very 
large part, under single socialist state. 
Stalin did not repeat this formula many 
words during his later years, probably be- 
cause thought that his public, home and 
abroad, would not take kindly the development 
vast state, the long postponement 
that this process would involve the achievement 
stateless Communism. 

Stalin does not supply clear and consistent 
definition the geographic limits and the total 
power that must attained the socialist sys- 
tem, before the state can die away, much 
more obscure his geographic allocation 
powers and functions within the expanding social- 
ist area. When speaks “the state,” 
often impossible determine whether think- 
ing specifically the U.S.S.R., socialist 
all socialist states together. The matter further 
complicated his treatment “nations” and 
“nationalities.” Within the socialist world, the 
relations among such groups are governed 


Ekonomicheskie problemy SSSR, op. 
cit., 87. 
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for long period, says, the principles 
voluntary cooperation and federalism; only 
voluntary federation can serve “as the form for 
the transition the higher unity the workers 
all countries single world economy.” 

These principles voluntarism and federalism 
within the socialist super-state might seem 
promise great deal for the future, Stalin did 
not use exactly those same terms describe the 
achievements the Soviet past and present. 
many occasions, course, spoke the exist- 
ing Soviet state voluntary 
1921 said that the Russian Soviet Federated 
Socialist Republic, the ties among the national 
groups rested “upon the mutual confidence and 
the voluntary wish for union the part the 
working masses the various About 
two years later, declared, “Here alone, the 
world the Soviets, the camp socialism, has 
there been success tearing out national oppres- 
sion the roots, and establishing the mutual 
confidence and the brotherly collaboration na- 
1946, after another quarter- 
century Soviet experience, calied the Soviet 
Union “the model multi-national state.” 

However, the Red Army and the political po- 
lice, directed from Moscow, had played very 
important role establishing and maintaining 
the “voluntary” union the other Soviet nation- 
alities with Great Russia (though exactly how 
important role, one can know, since the uni- 
fication was never submitted, any single in- 
stance, the test free plebiscite). Again, 
although the Soviet Union called “federation,” 
the centralization power within that area 
perhaps the most extreme that has ever been 
known any major state. All this would have 
tended throw deep shadow over Stalin’s 
promises voluntarism and federalism the 
future, even some his other promises (to 
reviewed below) had not revealed his powerful 
drive toward unification and centralization 
planetary scale. 


INTERNAL GROWTH THE STATE 


According Stalin, the most important inter- 
nal functions the Soviet state recent years 


ocherednykh zadachakh partii 
vopros, op. cit., 69. 
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have been two fields: the reorganization the 
economy, and the re-making his 
Economic Problems Socialism the U.S.S.R., 
published few months before his Stalin 
speaks certain measures still taken the 
course the transition from socialism Com- 
munism. Some the statements this bro- 
chure are among the most revealing that Stalin 
ever made, with respect the character his 
projected Utopia. 

this work, Stalin spends good deal time 
the peasant question; and because the bulk 
and difficulty this problem and the broad sig- 
nificance his answer, the matter will treated 
some detail here. 

First, ought emphasized that the in- 
heritance the Russian peasant blend in- 
dividualism with the petty collectivism the old 
joint family and the pre-revolutionary commune. 
Stalin course hostile individualism, but 
not well known that his earliest writings 
consequence set one the themes for 
his life work when made special point 
attacking any attempt build socialism upon 
communal This early condemnation 
covers every form localized and decentralized 
collectivism; the basis the coming socialism 
will be, Stalin says here, “the total and indivis- 
ible territory the entire state, which the fu- 
ture will certainly expand more and more.” 

1952, after thirty-five years Bolshevik 
rule, Stalin finds that the peasants are not yet 
sufficiently subject centralized control. (The 
industrial workers are apparently fairly well 
hand, since Stalin does not reveal here corre- 
sponding anxiety with respect them.) the 
following fashion, Stalin describes the existing 
controls over the peasant agriculture the “col- 
lective farms”—controls which considers 
yet “under present-day conditions,” 
says, “the fate agriculture decided entirely 
such means production the land, and the 


machines the MTS’s [the Machine and Trac- 


tor ;?* the land and the major imple- 
ments production remain the property the 
state; the major implements are assigned, not 


Otchetnyi doklad XVIII s’ezde partii rabote 
TsK VKP(b), marta 1939 op. cit., 605-606. 
Ekonomicheskie problemy SSSR, op. 
Anarkhizm ili sotsializm? op. cit., 297, 330, 331. 
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the collective farms, but the Machine and 
Tractor Stations; direct agencies the state, 
these Stations must use the implements “in ac- 
cordance with the plans established the state” 
the quantities agricultural materials pro- 
duced, and the prices which these products may 
sold, are determined the 

the same time, Stalin lists several items 
the non-state side the equation—the peasant’s 
side: the land, Stalin says, “has been turned over 
the collective farms for their perpetual use,” 
and “actually used them their own prop- 
erty, spite the fact that they cannot sell, 
buy, rent, mortgage “the collective farm 
cooperative enterprise” owns the seed and 
the minor implements production; utilizes 
the labor its members; owns, and may sell, 
its products; and distributes its income among 
its members (in accordance with certain norms) 
Without stopping question discuss these 
statements, one may say that best, view 
the role ascribed the state, the scope peasant 
self-direction limited indeed. But however 
narrow this scope, still too broad for Stalin’s 
taste. some the sharpest passages the 
brochure, condemns proposal sell major 
implements production the collective 
and thus increase moderately the extent 
peasant The path transition 
from socialism Communism leads, indicates, 
exactly the opposite direction: agriculture must 
approach more closely the pattern industry 
differences between farm and factory, village and 
city, peasant and industrial worker, must mini- 
mized; property must “ele- 
vated” “the level public property” term 
that Stalin sometimes uses interchangeably with 
“state property”) the existing economy,” 
with its limited freedom exchange, must give 
way centrally directed system barter; 
centralized economic planning must extended 
fully the operations and the products the 
collective “instead two basic produc- 
tion sectors, the state sector and the collective- 
farm sector, there will only one all-embracing 

16, 52, 55, 88-89, 92-93. 

55. 

16. 

16, 88-89, 93. this brochure Stalin gives 
almost attention the minor un-collectivized property 
and production members the collectives; see 41-42, 
93. The state farms (sovkhozy) are not much men- 
tioned this work. 

88-92. 

16-17, 27-28, 66-67, 93-94. 
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production sector.” This may come about “by 
the swallowing the collective-farm sector 
the state however, Stalin thinks that 
this particular plan for the unification the econ- 
omy unlikely employed, since would 
regarded involving “an expropriation the 
collective alternative plan, which 
Stalin thinks more likely followed, would 
move toward the unification the agricultural 
and industrial sectors the economy setting 
single general, public economic organ (with 
representation from the state industry and from 
the collective When Stalin uses the 
word “expropriation” this discussion, rec- 
ognizes the persistence some degree, among 
the peasants, communal non-state spirit that 
had sought all his life obliterate. Much 
his discussion the proposed measures the 
field agriculture obscure the extreme, but 
obviously his intention destroy all 
nearly all the remaining vestiges group auton- 
omy and self-direction peasant farming, and 
assimilate the peasants the industrial workers 
under the control the inflated state. Some few 
details have now been set down here, with re- 
spect Stalin’s plans for agriculture, for the 
reason that these plans show quite clearly what 
Stalin meant when said that the period 
transition Communism the power the state 
would developed the utmost. 

Among other major aspects the transition 
from socialism Communism, Stalin lists con- 
tinuous advance mechanization and other 
aspects technology; major expansion the 
output agriculture and industry, with primary 
emphasis the production means produc- 
tion, but with provision also for substantial in- 
crease the output consumption goods; 
shortening the working day; technical train- 
ing the workers agriculture and industry, 
and lifting their duties the level agro- 
nomic and engineering-technical work; major 


16-17. 

The two italicized words, “general, public,” are here 
used translate the single Russian adjective “obshche- 
which italicized the original. the pre- 
ceding page the Russian text this word used the 
equivalent the adjective the Russian expres- 
sion this instance “gosudarstvennaia—obshchenarod- 
naia,” and the semi-official translation these two ad- 
jectives are rendered the two English adjectives “state, 
izma SSSR 16-17, Moscow, Gos. Polit. Izdat., 1952; 
Economic problems socialism the U.S.S.R., 16-17, 
New York, International Publishers, 1952. 


rise the workers’ standard living; broad 
cultural development the population, and par- 
ticularly re-education and re-formation the 
people fit them for life the future Commu- 
nist society. 

After something has first been said about the 
structure society under full Communism, this 
paper will turn this question the re-making 


man—the problem the individual 
fate. 


VI. AFTER THE STATE—WHAT? 


One the two most important aspects the 
advance toward the stateless Utopia the ex- 
ternal and internal expansion the state; the 
second, inseparable from the first, the re-edu- 
cation and re-formation man. 

The state must grow prodigiously, order that 
the state, the single tolerated Party, the dictator- 
may wither away but Stalin himself shows 
that towering structure authority will survive. 
The word “state” will indeed wither, but the fact 
authority will remain substantial measure. 
Stalin makes this very clear, and the frequent fail- 
ure non-Communists see this his writings 
presents the darkest mystery within the range 
the present inquiry. 

Stalin says, 


With the extension the sphere operations 
socialism the majority the countries the world, 
the state will die away. The state dies away but 
society remains. the heir the public prop- 
erty will society itself, the form cen- 
tral directing economic organ [italics 


Planning will with its necessary impli- 
cation authority, and from Stalin’s discussion 
economic laws and economic policy evi- 
dent that expects “the central directing eco- 
nomic organ” (or organs) continue under Com- 
munism the centralized control economic 

With the aid improvements technology 
and the quality labor, industry and agricul- 
ture are expected produce, under full Commu- 


nism, abundance goods.** The workers are 


osnovakh leninizma [1924], Sochineniia 181, 
Moscow, 1947. 

Ekonomicheskie problemy sotsialisma SSSR, op. 
cit., 87-88; cf. 16-17. 

Beseda pervoi amerikanskoi rabochei delegatsiei, 
sentiabria 1927 g., Sochineniia 10: 134, Moscow, 1949. 

Ekonomicheskie problemy SSSR, op. 
cit., 70-88. 

[bid., 66-67; also Rech pervom vsesoiuznom so- 
veshchanii stakhanovtsev, noiabria 1935 g., Voprosy 
495, 11th ed., Moscow, 1947. 
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receive improved education, general and 
technological; their duties are high 
technological level; their working day 
short; and they are “in position freely 
choose their occupations.” the other hand, 
work every kind governed the so- 
cialist-Communist formula, “from each according 
his ability” principle that would surely 
require the planning authority allocate men 
jobs and set norms 

Stalin promises high standard living under 
full but 1934 sharply repudi- 
ated the principle quantitative and qualitative 
equality Instead, the governing 
principle under Communism, with its abundance 
goods, “to each according his needs,” 
while improved general education and added lei- 
sure are expected increase greatly the quan- 
tity and variety these However, 
inconceivable that the individual can left en- 
tirely free his own “needs” and take 
what goods will for their satisfaction; 
abundance that would permit this incredible 
any society, nor could any economy planned 
terms such system—or non-system—of 
distribution. Moreover, Stalin’s specific state- 
ment that the “money economy” [which permits 
abolished, and centrally-controlled system 
barter “products-exchange” established its 
there seems inhere the necessity for 
building towering mechanism that will conduct 
the exchange, not only goods for goods, but 
goods for work—a centrally directed mechanism 
that will itself define the “needs” each individ- 
ual group individuals, and will issue specific 
goods satisfaction these needs. 


Ekonomicheskie problemy sotsialisma SSSR, op. 
cit., 69. 


the allocation tasks the “central statistical 
bureau,” see Anarkhizm ili sotsializm? [1906-1907], op. 
cit., 336. 

Ekonomicheskie problemy sotsialisma SSSR, op. 
69. 

Otchetnyi doklad XVII s’ezdu partii rabote TsK 
ianvaria 1934 g., Voprosy 469- 
471, 11th ed., Moscow, 1947. 

473. 

Ekonomicheskie problemy SSSR, op. 
cit., 17, 67. Stalin said that this system prod- 
ucts-exchange would far more complex and difficult 
manage than the existing Soviet trade. Otchet- 
nyi doklad XVII s’ezdu partii rabote TsK VKP(b), 
ianvaria 1934 g., op. cit., 462. This means that the new 
system distribution would require far more elaborate 
mechanism centralized control than the old one. 
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The ultimate geographic scope the central 
planning authority under full Communism not 
left doubt. 1921 Stalin spoke the coming 
“transition the higher unity the workers 
1924 referred “to the future unification peo- 
dated 1929, but first published twenty years 
later, said that the course time, following 
“the victory socialism all countries,” 
single socialist world economy” would estab- 
World-wide planning under world-wide 
authority only one the major implications 
these portentous statements. 


VII. ONE PHILOSOPHY, ONE PLAN 


Stalin’s Utopia much more than economic 
union mankind. that Utopia, national dif- 
ferences will disappear, and the nationalities 
the world will fused into Stalin’s famous 
dictum respecting cultures “national form and 
socialist content” therefore only transitional 
ultimately all the languages the world will co- 
alesce “one general international language,” 
and the cultures mankind will merge “one 
socialist culture—common both form and con- 
tent.” 

seems that some individual and local varia- 
tion tolerated Stalin’s Utopia, but 
also appears that the limits toleration are 
modest indeed. Where spoke uni- 
versal “socialist” culture and world-wide “so- 
cialist” plan, was clearly excluding all that 
non-socialist. This, however, not the end 
the story. Stalin himself could summoned 
witness, would say that such context 
certainly did not use the word “socialist” 
any loose and general sense that would include, 
say, German Social Democracy, still less Eng- 


lish Fabianism. Stalin spent his life the 


tempt establish Communism the only real 
socialism, and something still narrower the only 
real Communism. undoubtedly hoped that 
somewhere along the road Utopia all systems 
that are not socialist, all socialist systems that are 


ocherednykh zadachakh partii 
voprose, op. cit., 69. 

osnovakh leninizma [1924], op. cit., 148. 

vopros leninizm. Dated 1929, but 
first published 11: Moscow, 1949; see esp. 
345-349. 

Marksizm voprosy op. cit., 

Tsentral’nogo Komiteta XVI 
VKP(b), iiunia, 1930 g., op. cit., 369. 
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not Communist, and all Communist systems that 
are not Stalinist, would either destroyed 
completely absorbed into tight and explicit Com- 
munist orthodoxy. deny that this what 
Stalin meant when spoke “socialist” cul- 
ture and “socialist” plan for the world 
deny the very essence the man. Stalin himself 
would not deny this meaning—though foreigners 
gentle and liberal nature have sometimes 
denied for him. 

When Stalin spoke common socialist plan- 
ning under Communism, had mind cen- 
tral agency that would make plans. When 
spoke common socialist culture under Com- 
munism, must have had mind central 
agency that would make thoughts for how, other- 
wise, could orthodoxy re-defined, re-inter- 
preted, and preserved. Nor would possible, 
within Stalin’s system, for the “house philos- 
ophy” and the “house plans” sit separately. 
The principle “the unity theory and prac- 
tice,” often emphasized Stalin, would prom- 
ise clearly that there must separation the 
“spiritual and temporal powers,” but one seat for 
both. 

One naturally wonders how, under full Com- 
munism, the members this central directorate 
will arrive office. the base the social 
pyramid there will be, Stalin says, free and 
equal association producers,” free associa- 
tion toilers” association which will pre- 
sumably coterminous with the “single world 
economy,” once that economy established. 

half-century ago, Stalin mentioned the in- 
stitutions that free and equal association 
producers” will require for the conduct its 
public affairs: (a) local bureaus, which infor- 
mation will collected; (b) central statistical 
bureau” that will “gather data the needs 
the entire society,” and will then “distribute the 
various tasks accordingly, among the working 
people”; (c) conferences, and (d) “especially 
congresses, the decisions which will uncon- 
ditionally obligatory upon the minority until the 
next meeting the congress.” 

This indeed vague and meager for 
example, there clear indication how the 
members these bodies would attain their seats; 
there suggestion the relations among 
the the case the central bureau, there 


Anarkhizm ili sotsializm?, op. cit., 336; Beseda 
pervoi amerikanskoi rabochei delegatsiei, op. cit., 134. 
Anarkhizm ili sotsializm?, op. cit., 336. 
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very inadequate definition powers, and 
the case the conferences and congresses, 
definition This entire sketch occupies four- 
teen lines print Stalin’s collected yet 
never again the day his death did produce 
another sketch, even this meager dimension, 
the directing apparatus his Utopia. his final 
work, dismisses the structure the guiding 
apparatus with few words when speaks 
“directing bodies,” social-economic center,” 
single general public economic organ (with rep- 
resentatives the state industry and the col- 
lective farms).” 

When the dictatorship, the Communist Party, 
the state, have withered away, centralized power 
will remain—and how, one asks again, will men 
come sit that seat power? There was 
man Stalin’s time who was more conscious 
than the problems acquiring and holding 
power. actually looked forward the 
flowering democracy under full Communism, 
his only hope making that prospect convincing 
was work out some detail. Instead 
doing this, did not try seriously develop 
paper conviction that himself did not feel. 
when writes, not democracy, but 
Communist unity, that the real man shines through. 


THE NEW COMMUNIST MAN 


For life the new Communist Utopia, Stalin 
demands New Communist Man. The transition 
Communism requires, says, nothing less 
than “the economic and cultural re-education 
society,” “the re-education the people the 
spirit socialism” (for this last word, one must 
surely read always “orthodox Communism”). 
1939 Stalin defined the two most important do- 
mestic tasks his Soviet state as, currently, the 
development economic organization and the 
education the 

this general connection, Stalin employs the 
term “education” the broadest sense, cover 
every kind activity that serves form re- 
form the minds people any age group; and 
in. this broad field, the types activity which 
gives most emphasis are two: education 
ideology, supply both driving force and disci- 
pline, and education technology, supply the 

Ekonomicheskie problemy sotsialisma SSSR, op. 
cit., 17, 67. 

Ekonomicheskie problemy sotsialisma SSSR, op. 
cit., 66. 

Otchetnyi doklad XVIII s’ezde partii rabote 
TsK VKP(b), marta 1939 op. cit., 605-606. 
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skills get things done. his earliest substan- 
tial work, Stalin says that the establishment 
the future society will require “the adequate de- 
velopment the productive force and the social- 
ist consciousness men.” his last work 
consequence, calls for “an all-around educa- 
tion,” universal compulsory polytechnical edu- 
cation,” re-education that will teach men 
think work not simply means subsistence 
but “the thing most desired life,” and will 
lead them regard social property “the firm 
and inviolable foundation the existence so- 
ciety.” 

The school, the university, the political study 
group (for civilians soldiers), the agitational 
meeting, the mass demonstration, the press, the 
radio, the theatre, the moving picture, all have 
their place this process remaking man for 
Utopia. Stalin course gives very high rating 
the educational values, the Communist sense, 
collective labor and here has overwhelm- 
ing preference for the factory, with its larger size, 
its more complete mechanization, and its tighter 
discipline, against the smaller, less mechanized 
collective farm with its vestiges autonomy. 
The large-scale plant is, such, school Com- 
munism. 

Stalin considers that participation other mass 
‘organizations [such the Soviets and the Party 
and its junior auxiliaries, well the trade 
unions and the cooperatives] does much edu- 
cate the people for 1924 said, 


only the Soviet form state, drawing the mass 
organizations the toilers and the exploited into 
constant and unrestrained participation the state 
administration, capable preparing for that dying 
out the state, which one the basic elements 
for the future stateless 


course Stalin does not say that where ques- 
tions weight were involved, mass participation 
government the U.S.S.R. meant simply 
participation mass affirmation; and this could 
hardly prepare the way, would seem, for real 
freedom after the withering away the state. 

Increasingly his later years Stalin empha- 
sizes the importance developing New Man 
who will fitted for the new life under Commu- 


Anarkhizm ili sotsializm? op. cit., 338. 


Ekonomicheskie problemy SSSR, op. 
cit., 
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Drive, initiative, invention are encour- 
aged, but within the limits the official philos- 
ophy, and over-fulfilment the 
official plan. (The superlatives with which Stalin 
praises the Stakhanovite workers are hardly 
matched anywhere else the entire body his 
works.) Aside from the important matter fos- 
tering technical skills, the chief end and aim 
all the different processes “socialist [Commu- 
nist] enlightenment” produce that narrow 
unity thought and action which the essence 
the Communist Utopia. 

the face all this, Stalin says repeatedly 
that the Communist society the future, men 
will free. his first important work, and 
again his last, promises the “all-around de- 
velopment” the says that “the 
individual, free from worry about bit bread, 
and from the necessity bowing down before the 
‘powerful the earth,’ will become really free.” 

But what would mean, under these circum- 
stances, “really free”? 


IX. THE NARROW HOUSE 


The time has now come try determine what 
Stalin meant his promise freedom under 
full and stateless Communism—or whether 
meant anything all. Pertinent this question 
the fact that almost all the words that Stalin 
uses describe the Utopian freedom the fu- 
ture are words that also uses describe the 
Soviet dictatorship his own time. For example, 
says that the principle the voluntary union 
nationalities given full play the R.S.F.S.R. 
and the U.S.S.R. (1921, 1922) the same 
true the principle federalism (1921, 1922) 
the people the Soviet Union enjoy “freedom,” 
including specifically “political freedom” 
the U.S.S.R. “the man who works feels himself 
free citizen” (1935) the new Constitution 


See, for example, Otchetnyi doklad XVIII s’ezde 
partii rabote TsK VKP(b), marta 1939 op. cit., 
605-606; also, Ekonomicheskie problemy sotsialisma 
SSSR, op. cit., 66. 
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cheskie problemy SSSR, op. cit., 68. 
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the U.S.S.R. proclaims “democratic liberties” and 
“the formal rights citizens” and ensures the 
material means for their realization (1936) “the 
Constitution the U.S.S.R. the only completely 
democratic constitution the world” 
When Stalin ascribes such full measure free- 
dom the Soviet regime (which also calls 
dictatorship), the meaning and value his prom- 
ise “freedom” under full and stateless Com- 
munism appears doubtful indeed. 

But not possible say something more 
specific about the content this promise free- 
dom? The conceivable alternatives would seem 
three: 

The first alternative that Stalin understood 
and accepted the liberal definition the term 
that therefore understood also the 
irreconcilable contradiction between freedom and 
Communist unity and that really intended that 
his Utopia, unity should sacrified freedom. 
scarcely possible that this interpretation 
Stalin’s position will accepted anyone who 
will take the trouble read his writings some 
length, however casually; the spirit this solu- 
tion simply not found there. 

The second alternative that Stalin was 
little interested freedom that never took the 
trouble define its content, but simply used the 
term demagogue’s device draw people 
within the circle Communist unity. This alter- 
native comes closer acceptability than the first 
one did; but again, there something wrong; the 
spirit this solution too casual, too unintellec- 
tual far; not the spirit the dictator who 
labored for decades not only the chief power- 
man but the chief theoretician the Communist 
world. 

The third alternative that Stalin developed 
within his own mind (though never stated 
many words) definition freedom that 
came close being complete reversal the 
usual meaning; and that this fashion pro- 
duced Communist definition that could real- 
ized practice within the iron ring the Com- 
munist Utopia, the liberal definition certainly 
could not be. This third alternative the most 
plausible the three; breathes the spirit 
dictator who also laborious theoretician; 
puts him position capitalize, his public 
appeals, the attraction inherent the liberal 

proekte konstitutsii Soiuza SSR. Doklad 
Chrezvychainom VIII Vsesoiuznom s’ezde Sovetov, 
noiabria, 1936 g., op. cit., 517-518. 
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definition freedom, the very time when his 
own inverted definition guiding him the 
moulding New Communist Man who will 
take easily and cheerfully unfreedom. 

through Stalin’s writing’s and speeches—but most 
particularly read Stalin freedom! 
implication defines freedom the subjective 
state the man who himself free within the 
narrow Utopia One Philosophy and One Plan. 
prepare all mankind for this new freedom 
would indeed monstrous task but clearly 
implied that the will and the means coerce will 
hand, for any who have different notion 
what should mean free. 

Stalin’s writings Utopia are brief, scat- 
tered, and often obscure, this may some ex- 
tent due realization his part that detailed 
and systematic treatment would reveal too much; 
for such treatment Stalin would certainly 
have shown anyone that real freedom—the free- 
dom that many want, and think that has 
promised—could not possibly exist his Utopia. 
Whatever other material and cultural benefits 
might offer—and many these apparently 
promised quite sincerely—a society that re- 
vealed unequivocally unfree would be, ob- 
viously, not Utopia but best well-provisioned 
jail. 

Yet his treatment the future Communist 
society Stalin undoubtedly reveals more than 
intended to. this connection the most famous 
all his dialectical formulae must stir more 
doubts than hopes many minds. The writer 
once heard Soviet dignitary condense this fa- 
mous formula into minimum words: “When 
the state becomes everything, will become noth- 
ing.” The obverse this formula might stated 
the following way (though Stalin never put 
so): “When the individual becomes nothing, 
will become everything.” Actually dictatorship 
does not prepare either rulers subjects for 
regime freedom and democracy; history does 
not unfold that fashion, and careful reader 
Stalin’s writings Utopia show that did not 
mean history unfold. When the state has 
become everything, Stalin expects the central ad- 
ministration Utopia inherit much its 
power; when the individual has become nothing, 
his acquired characteristic nothingness 
inherited the New Communist Man! 
seems that the individual, and not the state, 
that wither away. 
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When one has assembled all Stalin’s prom- 
ises for Utopia, canceled out the contradictions, 
and given full effect the primacy his demand 
for Communist unity thought and action, the 
net content his offerings appears some- 
thing like this: his Utopia, all men will per- 
form the amount and kind work that accords 
with their abilities, determined the Commu- 
nist organ authority; all men will enjoy 
abundance the goods best suited their needs, 
determined the Communist organ au- 
thority; all men will live high intellectual 
and moral level, defined Communist doc- 
trine and the current interpretations the 
Communist organ authority; the open choices 
and the decision-making competence individuals 
and functional and geographic groups will 
protected firm guarantees and will con- 
fined within the limits the Communist Philos- 
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ophy and the Communist Plan; all men will 
permitted and assisted rise high cultural 
level these indicated limitations will tolerate 
one will free dissent from oppose 
this unified system theory and practice, but all 
men will free accept, affirm, promote, and 
participate it, and almost all mankind will 
trained rejoice this new way life. 

the level issues consequence, the new 
freedom that Stalin promises almost perfect 
negation freedom—a negation that will 
realized the unfreedom the New Communist 
Man who has not only lost his freedom but has 
lost the consciousness that unfree. This 
New Man will feel himself quite home 
Stalin’s Utopia—that narrow house Commu- 
nism, that prison without walls and without hope 
—the perfect prison from which the prisoners 
longer wish escape. 
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commonly said that Karl Marx drew 
the blueprints according which capitalism was 
overthrown Russia and new order society 
constructed. would, indeed, hardly possible 
overemphasize the role Marxian ideology 
the overthrow the Tsardom and the setting 
the Soviet regime. wholly inappropriate, 
however, refer Marx the architect who 
drew the blueprints for the new society. 

Marx undoubtedly conceived his role, the 
one hand, that the expositor the nature 
the social forces which would inevitably develop 
within capitalism the final revolutionary ex- 
plosion and the other hand that the 
prophet furnishing stimulus and direction revo- 
lutionary forces. did not attempt forecast 
either the strategy tactics the revolution 
come. Still less did attempt sketch the 
organization the functioning the society 
which would succeed the capitalistic regime. 

Marx did not state specifically whether ex- 
pected the dictatorship the proletariat last 
throughout the first stage socialism which 
expected follow the revolutionary overthrow 
capitalism. gave scarcely hint what the 
economic functions the state were during 
this first stage, which considered very im- 
perfect form social necessary, but 
have only the most transitory existence. True 
socialism communism, when the state would 
have “withered away” and distribution would 
according need, would come only the second 
stage. Yet Marx did not attempt describe 
analyze the structure functioning the 
economy under this final and pure form social- 
ism. naturally did not analyze the role the 
state since there was state. can only 
infer that expected that the administration 
the economy would function substantially auto- 
matically once capitalists and their creature, the 
bourgeois state, had been definitely eliminated. 

Indeed, even the concept the two stages 
socialism set forth Marx only briefly and 
the most general terms. This concept, like that 


the dictatorship the proletariat, was seized 
upon and developed Lenin provide the doc- 
trinaire justification for the kind state and eco- 
nomic system which intended set the 
Bolshevik Revolution. was later further de- 
veloped Stalin account for the divergence 
between the political and economic realities the 
Soviet system and the ideal society eagerly 
looked forward socialists all sects prior 
the Bolshevik Revolution. 

The disorder which would characteristic 
the first days any “dictatorship the prole- 
tariat” would naturally prevent any orderly elec- 
tion the leaders the revolution the prole- 
tarian masses. This what happened Russia. 
The Central Committee the Bolshevik Party 
acting through its Military Revolutionary Com- 
used the occasion the meeting the 
Second Congress Soviets constituting itself 
the general staff the proletarian revolution. 
Lenin sheer force personality dominated the 
Central Committee the Party and bent his 
will. Stalin was later become the personal dic- 
tator over the Central Committee and maintain 


himself power through his personally built ma- 


chine and the use force without limit. 
insist the obvious say that there has never 
been free election Soviet Russia either the 
proletariat the whole the people even 
after the final liquidation class enemies and the 
elimination class society was proclaimed 


Stalin 


1The Military Revolutionary Committee was nominally 
committee the Petrograd Soviet. The Bolsheviki 
were, however, solely responsible for its being set up. 
Moreover, the representatives other parties who were 
appointed the committee resigned with the exception 
the Left Socialist Revolutionaries and the Anarchists who 
that time were cooperating with the Bolsheviki. See 
William Henry Chamberlain, The Russian Revolution 
299, 300, New York, Macmillan, 1935. 

for much exploiter classes among have 
been annihilated, hostile classes longer exist the 
land,...” Stalin, Report the XVIII Party 
Congress, March 10, 1939 quoted Hugh Bobb and 
John Hazard Soviet legal philosophy, 343, Harvard 
Univ. Press, 1951. The phrasing different but the 


PROCEEDINGS THE AMERICAN PHILOSOPHICAL SOCIETY, voL. 99, No. JANUARY, 1955 


99, NO. 1955] 


Thus, there did not develop Soviet Russia 
out the period the so-called dictatorship 
the proletariat, any functioning parliamentary ma- 
chinery which the personnel the bureaucracy 
the state and the economy could required 
render accounting their administration the 
people. The capitalistic state and economy which 
Communists claimed had been administered for 
the benefit the owners private property was 
thus succeeded merged state and economy 
which has continued administered cen- 
tralized bureaucracy responsible one but its 
own higher echelons authority. 

This curious paradox the most comprehen- 
sive and well-nigh the most unlimited form 
state power known history, erected upon 
ideology which denies the state any role all 
the society which that ideology chooses defend 
its ideal form, has incredibly obscured current 
analysis both the economic and political aspects 
the Soviet system. 

Lenin succeeded bending both the Marxian 
time table revolution and actual events Rus- 
sia until achieved synthesis. The exigencies 
the Civil War compelled him adopt the sys- 
tem War Communism from 1918 1921. For 
this short period only has there ever existed 
Russia political system which had some aspects 
proletarian dictatorship and economic 
system which approached the theoretical com- 
munist pattern. 

all know that Lenin called the New Eco- 
nomic System which introduced 1921 tem- 
recognized that the economic system which exists 
Soviet Russia today largely received its basic 
organizational form during the New Economic 
Policy (NEP). the beginning, the system 
state trusts, the organizational form set for 
operating industry, was sometimes referred 
“state capitalism,” recognition the non- 
communistic nature the state industrial or- 
ganization set during NEP. This term, state 
capitalism, was outlawed when became apparent 
that the organizational form was perma- 
nent. The present organization Soviet indus- 
try however remains, spite many super- 
ficial reorganizations, basically that set when 


the so-called retreat capitalism was begun 
1921. 


meaning the same the 1940 edition Problems 
Leninism, Stalin, 630, Moscow, Foreign Lan- 
guages Publishing House. 
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is, nevertheless, correct say that the New 
Economic Policy, the sense retreat 
private capitalism, was brought end 
Stalin 1929. that year, the organizational 
forms which had been set for Soviet industry 
1921 were effect transferred the agricul- 
tural and commercial sectors the economy. 
From that day, private capitalism, which had been 
temporarily permitted come into existence again 


under NEP, went out existence Soviet 
Russia. 


What are the basic characteristics the Soviet 
economic system exists today? Forgetting 
the Marxian ideology and jargon for the moment, 
what have socialists general expected the 
economic system which they wished and expected 
succeed capitalism? 

Most fundamental all socialists was 
the elimination private property the means 
production the new society. From this one 
sweeping change, the most highly desirable con- 
sequences for society were flow. Authority 
over the productive process would longer de- 
pend upon property ownership. Administrative 
posts would filled the most talented, not 
simply those who owned property those 
who were the favorites property owners. Pro- 
duction would carried for use and not for 
profit; supply the needs the masses, not the 
luxury demand millionaires. The wastes 
competition would avoided. Production could 
rationally planned instead being left sus- 
pended chaos somewhere between competition 
and monopoly. With planned production, with 
the worker receiving the full value his labor, 
production need never slowed down for lack 
demand. There would economic depres- 
sions, poverty and starvation the midst 
plenty. 

Laborers would work with enthusiasm, instead 
with resentment, since they would working 
for themselves instead for the profit the 
capitalists. With property income eliminated, 
inequality distribution would tend disap- 
pear. With the disappearance the capitalist 
boss the worker would work freedom rather 
than under the stern and often arbitrary hand 
authority. 

These were the expectations Marxian social- 
ists all varieties, from German Social Demo- 
crats Russian The Bolshevik lead- 
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ers did indeed add the requirement that the ap- 
paratus the bourgeois state must broken 
and the bourgeois administrators capitalist so- 
ciety liquidated class before these expec- 
tations could realized. 

The fatal defect these expectations was the 
failure answer the obvious question: the 
owner private corporate property his 
delegate not direct production then who 
people” the “working class” it. Re- 
sponsibility always borne and authority al- 
ways wielded persons. How are these persons 
who are administer the economy selected 
and what are the limits their powers 
between themselves and over others? 
expected that these administrators, clothed 
with state power, will less selfish, less authori- 
tarian, less need control state equipped 
with all the constitutional devices painfully de- 
veloped parliamentary and democratic institu- 
tions evolved through time than are those who 
owed their positions appointment the own- 
ers private property? Indeed, the need for 
limitation and control the powers inte- 
grated nation-wide economic bureaucracy in- 
herently greater than where control the economy 
almost completely fragmented and autonomous 
was under old-style capitalism. Even under 
present-day capitalism this fragmentation and 
autonomy remains almost infinitely greater than 
collectivized economy such that Soviet 
Russia. 

The Communists who rule Russia today, for 
all practical purposes, have simply refused dis- 
cuss this fundamental question how society 
from which capitalists have been eliminated sup- 
posed choose the administrators the economy, 
the rulers the state, the policemen who main- 
tain the rulers power and enforce their regu- 
lations. 

Indeed this refusal discuss the question 
how society select its rulers and how the 
orders these rulers are enforced, extends 
largely into unwillingness discuss realistic 
terms the general record accomplishments and 
failures the Soviet regime the attainment 
those beneficial results which were supposed 
flow from the abolition private property the 
means production. This unwillingness dis- 
cuss the matter justified Russian Commu- 
nists simply the argument that the advantages 
which socialists claimed for the new society could 
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expected only under Communism which the 
official designation the second and final stage 
socialism when the state will have withered 
this final stage, according Soviet 
theoreticians, with state power existence, 
coercion, the power man over man, wielded 
the name the state, will have disappeared. Only 
then can the major advantages the elimination 
private property the means production 
reaped. the meantime, the present Soviet so- 
ciety not judged its success the at- 
tainment goals upon which socialists substan- 
tially agree but which the Russian Communists 
assert largely remain the future. 


Yet the fact remains that under the Soviet sys- 
tem, disregarding negligible exceptions, private 
property the means production was long ago 
eliminated. How, then, does the present economic 
system Soviet Russia meet the expectations 
socialists general with respect the beneficial 
results which were flow from its elimination? 

The final authority for the planning and admin- 
istration the economy did indeed pass out 
the hands capitalist property owners, simul- 
taneously with the nationalization the economy 
the Soviet state. true that for many years 
large part the administrative personnel for 
the economy consisted technicians and bureau- 
crats inherited from the Tsarist capitalistic sys- 
tem. These left-over technicians and bureaucrats 
served new master, the state set the Bol- 
sheviki. addition these left-overs, however, 
determined effort was made the Bolsheviki 
introduce thousands former manual workers 
into the administrative bureaucracy. This was 
done with varying degrees success. 

Most the administrative personnel inherited 
from the Tsardom now, course, gone. The 
personnel for the bureaucracy necessary man- 
age the gigantic political and economic machinery 
the Soviet state now almost wholly internally 
self-perpetuating. Each echelon the hierarchy 
control appoints those the echelon below. 
There process election the workers 
industry, who work under far sterner system 
discipline than American capitalistic industry.* 


Soviet State fails wither, Foreign Affairs, 
114-127, October, 1952, the writer. 
For example, the imposition the death sentence upon 


worker charged with wanton breakage machinery, 
ibid., 126. 
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The workers particular Soviet factory have 
almost nothing with the appointment the 
management that factory, just true the 
workers plant the United States any 
other capitalistic country. This saying more 
than that this little different from the system 
appointment which exists the bureaucracies 
our great industrial corporations. 

There are significant differences however. 
one gets appointed “cushy” post the Soviet 
bureaucracy because some relative friend 
important stockholder does often happen 
capitalistic economy. One may, however, get 
appointed such post the Soviet economy 
because one has influential relative friend 
the higher echelons the Party the state 
administrative apparatus. There thus reason 
believe nor evidence suggest that personal 
friendship, office politics, intrigue, and the Soviet 
form patronage play any lesser role the 
manning the Soviet bureaucracy than the 
manning the far less centralized bureaucracies 
capitalistic countries. Moreover, capitalistic 
countries, the state its parliamentary and demo- 
cratic form does exercise regulatory powers over 
the economy and its administrative bureaucracy. 
Under the one-party, totalitarian, Soviet state 
there not even this limitation upon the authority 
the bureaucracy which governs and adminis- 
ters Soviet society. 

The struggle for power all levels the 
Soviet bureaucracy is, indeed, would ex- 
pect, far more intense than capitalistic society. 
This reflected the bloodshed which have 
observed accompany the transfer power and 
even the maintenance power. perhaps 
think this struggle though were wholly 
confined the higher levels, when Stalin elimi- 
nated Trotsky, Bukharin, Tomsky, Rykov, Dy- 
benko, and thousands others, and when Malen- 
kov and eliminated Beria and many 
his subordinates. Not only, however, does 
power upheaval the top reverberate throughout 
the lower levels the bureaucracy, but there 
are also continuously self-generating upheavals 
lower echelons, even though these are rarely 
bloody those directly connected with power 
convulsions the summit. 

quite true that production not im- 
portantly guided opportunities for profit the 
Soviet Profits play important 


However, since much larger percentage unplanned 
profits goes bonuses the managers Soviet industry 
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role the Soviet economy but they not func- 
tion prizes, the pursuit which determines the 
kinds and mounts goods produced they 
under capitalism. These profits arise after de- 
cisions have been made with respect the kinds 
and quantities goods which the Soviet economy 
produce. They are depended upon 
important source investment funds for the 
Soviet economy, as, course, they are similarly 
depended upon the capitalistic economy. 

Under the capitalistic economic system, profits 
are earned entrepreneurs who forecast what 
consumers are going want and who then pro- 
duce these goods the lowest costs relation 
selling prices. The main difference between the 
Soviet economic system and the capitalistic sys- 
tem this respect that there much greater 
consumer sovereignty the capitalistic system. 
Capitalistic profits are necessarily closely geared 
the satisfaction the wants and whims, how- 
ever frivolous and evanescent, the consumer. 
What gets produced under the Soviet system 
determined what those authority decide 
best for the consumer have, after provision for 
the costs running the state and for capital in- 
vestment has been made. 

This means that higher authority the Soviet 
system able decide, for example, that there 
shall television sets produced until mini- 
mum level per capita production shoes has 
been reached. More importantly means that 
higher authority can choose produce more heavy 
machinery, for example, than the consuming pub- 
lic would sanction were free express its 
preferences through the mechanisms available 
the capitalistic system. 

Under the Soviet economic system the wastes 
competition are indeed almost entirely avoided 
because there is, course, almost competition. 
Advertising does exist, very limited extent, 
but nothing like the scale which true under 
capitalism. The wasteful duplication produc- 
tive facilities and above all marketing outlets 
such exists under capitalism does not charac- 
terize the Soviet economic system. 

But these wastes competition are eliminated 
great alternative cost. The comprehensive plan- 


than planned profits, the management sometimes 
schemes keep planned profits low possible while 
doing everything possible increase unplanned profits. 
Thus unscrupulous manager has incentive plan 
maximize his “unplanned” profits the expense 
“planned” profits 
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ning apparatus and administrative machinery 
which supplants the competitive mechanism 
capitalism extremely costly its absorption 
manpower and time required pass decisions 
through the control centers the economy. 

The Soviet economic system has 
worthy success eliminating 
sions and depressions. quite correct say 
that this fundamental and natural advantage 
any directly and centrally controlled economic 


system, Soviet, Fascist, Nazi type, over 


There has never been what could logically 
called economic recession depression the 
Soviet economy. There are inherent reasons why 
such are not expected the future. With 
the complete control over the monetary, fiscal, 
banking, productive, marketing, and distributive 
functions the state, there reason why 
there should ever general over-production 
the Soviet type economy, nor any reason why 
there should not continuously active demand 
for all the commodities which the economy able 
produce. 

This means that the Soviet economy has indeed 
succeeded “banishing the spectre starvation 
the midst plenty.” immensely im- 
portant note, however, that starvation has oc- 
curred because plenty did not exist. There have 
been two major famines under the Soviet regime 
and there has never been time when food was 
plentiful supply for the whole population. 

The Soviet economy has far poorer record 
the production food than any other im- 
pertant category production. The elimination 
private property the means production has 
resulted not abundance but severe scarcity 
the agricultural 

The productivity record outside the agricultural 


number cattle was less 1952 than 1916. 
There was decrease also 1952 over 1951, indicating 
that the decrease was continuing. This meant most 
serious fall per capita consumption meat and dairy 
products since there had been large increase popula- 
tion during the period. Report Kruschev the 
Party Central Committee September 1953. Published 
Pravda and Isvestia, Sept. 15, 16. Translated the 
Current Digest the Soviet Press, Nov. 1953. 

Following these disclosures Kruschev series 
measures revising upward several hundred per cent the 
prices paid peasants for deliveries meat were put into 
effect. Still later great program put additional mil- 
lions acres land into cultivation was undertaken 
desperate effort improve the totally unsatisfactory 
agricultural situation. 
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sector has been much better. Under the Soviet 
regime Russia has been transformed into great 
industrial nation, with heavy industry grand 
scale developed out the meagre beginnings 
Tsarist days. While the very large rates 
annual increases production claimed for past 
years the Soviet regime require sharp defla- 
tion, seems probable that the annual rates 
increase industrial production the Soviet 
Union are high our own and some years 
have been higher than our own. Even after allow- 
ing for the very poor showing made the agri- 
cultural sector, the rate annual increase gross 
national product the Soviet economy impres- 
has, indeed, made possible armament 
production which constitutes the gravest possible 
challenge the rest the world. 

The construction heavy industry and the pro- 
duction vast quantities armament illus- 
trate the success the Soviet economy realm 
which socialist economy was supposed 
faced insuperable difficulties. has often been 
claimed that under egalitarian system, such 
socialism, saving and capital investment would 
intolerably low. This has assuredly not been the 


case the Soviet system. 


Soviet Economic Growth, edited Abram Berg- 
son, Evanston, Illinois, Row-Peterson and Co., 1953, par- 
ticularly 

During the period, 1928-1937, Soviet official statistics 
claimed annual rate increase national income 
per cent. Various non-Soviet economists, recomputing 
the date, estimate the increase for the same period 
4.5 per cent 8.5 per cent. For the year 1950-1951 So- 
viet officials claim rate increase per cent which 
would presumably subject somewhat similar re- 
computation non-Soviet economists. 

Preliminary figures (not Soviet Economic Growth) 
unofficially computed indicate that the rate growth 
Soviet national income 1953, after allowance for the 
poor harvest that year, would not more than 
per cent per annum; rate not greatly different from that 
the United States for the same period. Apart from 
statistical changes necessary correct methods which 
the past produced serious upward bias the data, ob- 
jective limitations present and future rates increase 
national income are now likely operative the 
Soviet economy. 

The net result the complex forces and influences 
determining Soviet productivity all sectors the econ- 
omy and decisions respecting the proportion national 
income devoted investment and armament are re- 
flected the careful study Janet Chapman, Real 
wages the Soviet Union, 1928-1952, Review Eco- 
nomic Statistics (2): 134-156, 1954. Chapman esti- 
mates that the real wages the Soviet worker were sub- 
stantially lower 1952 than 1928. 
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The rate saving and investment the Soviet 
Union has been anything higher than the far 
richer American capitalistic The prin- 
cipal reason, course, that decisions save are 
not made the mass the people Soviet 
society but those authority who decide how 
much paid out wages and how much 
retained for investment further capital 

One the most strikingly successful ideological 
manoeuvres Soviet Communists has been that 
which they have gained wide acceptance for 
their contention that their principle income dis- 
tribution which they claim currently but only 
temporarily operative: “From each according 
his ability each according his production” 
the “socialistic” principle distribution. fact, 
this the principle which capitalism has the 
past proudly claimed its 

the Soviet system compensation for each 
person determined decisions made other 
persons higher level authority. Produc- 
tivity the individual, however estimated, only 
one factor affecting the decision the higher 
levels authority with respect compensation 
paid individual, just the capitalistic 
system. Personal favoritism apparently plays 
substantially greater role determining the com- 
pensation personnel. 

Any proposals tendencies towards equaliza- 
tion income are denounced and condemned 
the Soviet press quaint phrase, “bourgeois 
leveling.” consequence this policy, the dif- 
ferentials between rates pay for varying levels 
skill, ability, and responsibility the Soviet 
economy are great capitalistic 

Wage payments wherever possible are 
piece-work basis. Incentive payments are made 
management and these payments are often the 
largest portion the compensation 


Soviet economic growth, op. cit., 37-100. The 
fact that Soviet society not actually egalitarian not 
major importance this connection. 

The model distributive principle laissez-faire capi- 
talism has really been “From each according his ability, 
each according his marginal productivity and the 
marginal productivity his property.” 

Bergson, The structure Soviet wages, Har- 
vard Univ. Press, 1944, and Solomon Schwartz, Labor 
the Soviet Union, 201-204, New York, Praeger, 1952. 

This policy wage differentiation reflects sharp re- 
versal that which existed under War Communism dur- 
ing 1918-1920 and the short-lived revival egalitarianism 
which the writer witnessed 1920-1930. 

See footnote 
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The provision automobiles with chauffeurs, 
better living quarters, special clubs and dining 
rooms for executives the economic apparatus 
parallels similar arrangements for the various 
echelons the ruling class the political and 
military sectors Soviet 

Almost the only purely property income ac- 
cruing the managerial class, well others, 
that from government bonds. While these re- 
turns are certainly not negligible they not ap- 
proach relative importance property returns 
the capitalistic economy. impossible esti- 
mate whether not much more than the 
proportion the national income which goes 
property the capitalistic economy absorbed 
the payment the economic, political, and mili- 
tary bureaucracy which centralized and authori- 
tarian economy and society such that the 
Soviet Union require. 

The present Soviet system thus, without any 
doubt, collectivist economic system. Whether 
should called socialistic depends upon whether 
not democratic control over the state and the 
economy insure that both are run and for 
the people, instead and for self-appointed 
leaders, considered fundamental characteristic 
socialism. The Soviet experience demonstrates 
that important benefits assumed follow the 
elimination private property the means 
production not automatically follow. Upon 
whether these results would follow the process 
elimination private property had been 
peaceful rather than revolutionary means and/ 
there were democratic control collec- 
tivist economy, the Soviet experience sheds 
certain light. 

But what the Russian Communists’ claim, 
referred above, that many the desirable re- 
sults the elimination capitalism will at- 
tained only the second stage socialism 
which they now restrict the meaning the term 
that only then, when production has 


The ideological justification for these tremer.dously 
significant “fringe benefits” together with 
monetary compensation for executives largely hinges upon 
the identification the ruling class with the intelligentsia. 
All members the ruling class are considered belong- 
ing the working intelligentsia and the higher standard 
living appropriate membership therein can recon- 
ciled with Marxian doctrine without too much difficulty. 
See the editorial article Feb. 21, 1952, stress- 
ing the importance the role the intelligentsia 
Soviet society Tiurin and criticism leveling 
compensation Komsomolskaya Pravda, Oct. 16, 1951, 
Ts. Stepanyan. 
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vastly increased, when there are longer capital- 
istic governments with which military conflict 
constant threat, can the state “wither away” and 
distribution according need? The answer 
must that there sign whatever that the 
process withering away the state has begun. 
There is, furthermore, sign that the elimina- 
tion private property has diminished human 
acquisitiveness nor the need for authority and 
differential compensation accompany responsi- 
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bility for the administration the economy. 
the existing Soviet state and economy, authority 
man over man far more comprehensive, 
stern, and absolute than democratic capitalistic 
countries, while the differentials compensation 
are apparently least great. There is, 
sum, more economic democracy the Soviet 
economy than there political democracy the 
Soviet state. This inevitable when the same 
totalitarian power controls both state and economy. 
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Institute for Advanced Study 
(Read November 11, 1954, the Symposium Ideology and Reality the Soviet System) 


sure you will all have shared with this 
impression the three learned and distinguished 
communications have just that 
seldom have three expressions opinion these 
subjects complemented each other well and 
contradicted each other little. 

The three papers need little further develop- 
ment; but they all point, mind, one 
two reflections shall not venture, the 
presence the exact scientists, call them con- 
clusions) which might make bold to. commend 
your attention before abandon these sub- 
jects entirely. seems that what has been 
said here this afternoon has served primarily 
highlight, the example the leading instance 
modern totalitarianism, the glaring and pro- 
found disparity between the crude and naive uto- 
pian ideal, hovering some dim and distant limbo, 
and the terrifying, sharply defined reality, pro- 
jected into every detail contemporary life, felt 
every aspect the daily experience each 
millions and hundreds millions people. 

number reasons, all them cogent ones, 
have been suggested here explanation this 
disparity. mind, these reasons group 
themselves around one central reality, observable 
the Soviet experience, which might attempt 


The violent usurpation governmental power 
any coterie men, supported only small mi- 
nority popular opinion, and the effort apply this 
power ruthlessly for pre-conceived purposes not sanc- 
tioned the experience and feeling the people, 
create situation which the behavior the 
usurpers themselves soon comes governed not 
whatever utopian ideals they may once have enter- 
tained but the cruel necessities that political 
power they have usurped. 


Power, other words, exercises reverse dis- 
cipline those who wield it. And whenever peo- 
ple seize power the way that the original Soviet 
leaders did, they place themselves species 
predicament which they and their successors 
are later increasing measure beholden. They 


create situation which every one loses free- 
dom, but they lose most, for they are the most 
exposed, the most hated, and the most responsible. 

Now there are certain implications this 
situation, which would like draw your at- 
tention 

While the utopian ideals which such men 
may conceive themselves dedicated may new 
and unprecedented, and while modern weapons 
and means communication have indeed brought 
certain alterations—which understand very 
poorly—in the conditions and possibilities for the 
exertion despotic power men over other 
men, this predicament which men place them- 
selves when they seize power and attempt apply 
for schematic utopian ideals is, after all, one 
familiar human history its major outlines. 
course, two historical situations are the 
same. Therefore, one can, Mr. well 
demonstrated this morning, draw firm conclu- 
sions from the vast experimental record political 
history. Nevertheless, what happens the great 
usurpers, and their successors office, 
least something for which have large number 
imperfect but suggestive historical examples. 
And would suggest that the present process 
which can observe the Soviet Union, while 
course certain ways unique, nevertheless 
not its major aspects new one. the de- 
generation fanatical political regime from the 
rule the original “true prophet” the tyranny 
the terrible and ruthless political chieftain who 
seizes the apparatus power the prophet had 
from there the crystallization new 
bureaucracy, and the emergence number 
bureaucratic organizational entities strongly 
installed that personal rule has take place 
their and so, finally, the replacement 
the personal autocracy the influence 
privileged oligarchy which—who 
such things civil liberties and real constitu- 


Wilks, Statistical aspects the design 
experiments. Paper read the Autumn Meeting the 
Amer. Philos. Soc., Nov. 11, 1954. 
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tional limitations may again find their birth, 
they have often done the past. 

Possibly one extremely important point dif- 
ference between the present rulers the Soviet 
Union and Joseph Stalin, whose political per- 
sonality has been well illustrated Professor 
Robinson’s searching study his utopian ideals, 
that the present rulers seem show greater 
understanding this historical process than Stalin 
did, and are more appreciative the necessity, 
their own interest, accepting it, recognizing it, 
not flying defiantly the face it. 

for these reasons that would not feel too 
tragically hopeless about the possibility coping 
with Moscow’s Communism means short 
world war. But where one cannot have this 
optimism, and where the thoughts expressed here 
this afternoon have the most frightening connota- 
tion, the case the Asian Communists, and 
indeed the entire Marxist Marxist-influenced 
intelligentsia the underdeveloped areas. 

These people seem have naive confidence 
that establishing various forms local totali- 
tarianism, uncontaminated any Western influ- 
ence participation, they are now going 
achieve various results which seem clearly 
utopian, notably the skipping over great stages 
economic and social development the achieve- 
ment early industrialization, and the immediate 
and painless overcoming the manifold aspects 
economic and technological backwardness that 
have heretofore distinguished their peoples from 
the West, and all this without sacrificing any- 
thing the spiritual and traditional foundations 
which society their countries has heretofore 
rested. 

Could there any frame mind more con- 
flict with the realities that have been highlighted 
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this discussion today? Can there any 
shadow doubt that, the extent these people 
are initially successful, what they are really going 
achieve merely this: replace the relatively 
mild and rapidly mellowing restrictions colonial- 
ism Western influence with new and vastly 
more cruel forms authority, under which—as 
Russia—a great fund traditional cultural and 
spiritual values will sacrificed and lost, 
recaptured, ever, only rediscovery future 
ages? 

This conclusion would seem in- 
escapable. Yet see not the faintest reflection 
such recognition the minds the Asian lead- 
ers. They are wandering willfully, blindly, 
defiance all historical evidence, into situations 
and predicaments which there not the slight- 
est historical probability that they will realize their 
utopian ideals, but there every probability that 
they will deepest damage the spiritual 
foundations their own people—a damage com- 
parable that which they have already inflicted 
the relationships between white and colored, 
between East and West. 

this failure understanding see the great- 
est problem communication with which Western 
bring the intellectual world the East the 
sober, thoughtful, and unquestionably correct in- 
terpretation the nature Soviet society which 
have been privileged have expounded 
today—so relevant the experiment which the 
Eastern peoples are about vital 
their future and the future world relation- 
ships general. the urgency and immense 
significance this question which seems 
stand out the most important lesson the dis- 
cussion have heard here today. 


COMMENTS IDEOLOGY AND REALITY THE SOVIET SYSTEM 


PHILIP MOSELY 


Director, The Russian Institute, Columbia University 
(Read November 11, 1954, the Symposium Ideology and Reality the Soviet System) 


these three papers have been privileged 
share penetrating appraisal the Soviet 
system, its ideocratic base and the outline its 
goals. The authoritative statements presented 
here are based many years experience and 
profound insights into Soviet ways thinking. 
Perhaps will helpful, however, point 
few the implications which may read into 
out the papers. 

Professor Hoover’s the economic 
aspects the Soviet system, there are, among 
others, two implications special importance. 
One these that, with all its defects, suffer- 
ings and continuing low standard living, the 
Soviet economy has developed into 
tained and self-generating industrial system. The 
Soviet Union possesses the natural resources, the 
manpower, the technological skills and the politi- 
cal means necessary for squeezing large amounts 
investment capital from its people, and pos- 
sesses them degree sufficient assure con- 
tinued rapid growth. This new factor 
world politics, one which has been created 
Soviet industrialization since 1929. 

not sufficiently realized that Soviet indus- 
trial growth, whether continue its present 
high rate whether slow down somewhat 
the next few years, now self-generating fac- 
tor. Nothing the outside world likely 
peaceful means going affect the rate this 
growth substantially. Free access through trade 
modern machines not yet produced the Soviet 
Union might provide saving effort and re- 
sources for the Soviet planners. But 
even total embargo, could enforced 
the non-Soviet world, would more than 
cause certain delays and certain inconvenient and 
costly adjustments within the, now, very large 
Soviet economic system. This important 
fact which the outside world has been slow 
assimilate its thinking forgets that the Soviet 
Union now the second largest producer 
machine tools. 

The second paramount implication that the 
Soviet path industrialization represents, the 


eyes the uncommitted hundreds millions 
the non-industrialized countries the world, 
alternative the free-world American path 
power. the peoples advanced 
countries the choice the Soviet path offers 
attraction temptation, for, Professor Hoover 
has pointed out, means abandoning consumer 
sovereignty, high standards living and economic 
elasticity, typical free system, and accepting 
the rigidities, the wastes and the low standard 
living imposed the Soviet system. However, 
the non-industrialized under-industrialized 
countries, the choice appears different one. 

For countries which are over-burdened popu- 
lation but poor capital, technology, and mod- 
ern education, the Soviet system forced indus- 
trial progress has great attraction. these coun- 
tries people may not feel that they can wait until 
they achieve “American conditions” for industrial- 
ization. Where there small educated class 
intelligentsia, which hurry change their 
country, the Soviet recipe has enormous pulling- 
the underdeveloped countries who are coming 
hold the balance power between the indus- 
trialized free countries and the industrialized 
Soviet Union. The risk not that Soviet con- 
ditions industrialization will seem attractive 
Americans most people Western Europe, 
even Japan, but that the achievement na- 
tional power through industrialization will at- 
tractive the small educated classes the under- 
industrialized countries. think this the prob- 
lem with which Soviet industrialization confronts 
the free world, and just serious prob- 
lem the great military power which indus- 
trialization has placed behind Soviet purposes 
world-wide 

Professor has performed real serv- 
ice presenting “Stalin’s Vision Utopia” with 
such completeness and clarity. agree entirely 
that, the relatively few occasions when Stalin 
discussed the future society under “communism,” 
was not able stretch his imagination think 
beyond the grim society which his form rule 
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had already created. His “faith” the magic 
the “dialectic” did not lead him picture fu- 
ture stage differing any essential 
respect from the present Soviet society, 
the extent that, Professor Robinson said, the 
people would better adjusted living under it. 

Stalin’s meager thoughts the eventual “with- 
ering away the state” did not imply “wither- 
ing away the Party.” Since the initiative 
all basic decisions rests with the Party leadership, 
which uses the State apparatus execute its de- 
cisions, could argued that the State has al- 
ready begun “wither away,” whereas the Party 
has continued grow its power organize and 
direct all activities within the society. 

The vagueness the description “commu- 
nism” provided the Soviet leadership has, 
Professor Robinson has pointed out well, been 
important factor allowing many discontented 
groups many countries each read its own 
aspirations into the party program. The absence 
any exact definitions allows many incompatible 
day-dreams focussed the mirror com- 
munist activity. Throughout the greater part 
the world very few people have little any idea 
what the Soviet system really is. Usually they 
know only what claims will some day. 
This unawareness allows many factors ac- 
cumulated social discontent, anti-imperialist long- 
ing for liberation, and widespread demand 
leap one bound into the world modernity, 
feed the political forces communism. Perhaps 
was unconscious realization the great 
political and strategic advantages stating the 
communist goal vague terms which deterred 
Stalin from attempting set forth the future 
Utopia concrete detail. 

the vagueness the communist Utopia has 
been factor facilitating the expansion the 
power and influence the communist system, 
another factor appears operate limit its power 
attraction. The more the Soviet system has 
shut itself off from direct knowledge outside 
cultures and peoples, the more purely “Russian” 
has become its psychology and its methods 
operation. From what little know about the 
relations between the Soviet leadership and the 
communist leaderships other countries, 
clear that the Soviet leadership demands not only 
complete adherence political program, care- 
fully defined any given moment, but also the 
adoption Soviet Russian methods organiza- 
tion and action. This insistence upon imposing 
“Russian” features the Soviet system was basic 
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the splitting away communist Yugoslavia 
from its direct allegiance Moscow, and has 
been responsible for continual experimentation 
and unrest within the satellite countries. 

Whether not the impact “Russian” meth- 
ods and concepts likely have similar effect 
relations between the Soviet and Chinese Com- 
munist Parties remains veiled secrecy. How- 
ever, seems clear that the Soviet leadership 
anxious, not only expand communist control, 
but also expand the form direct sub- 
ordination Soviet Russian controls. some 
extent, this insistence upon the self-isolating pleni- 
tude Soviet power may tend counteract some 
the capacity the communist ideology seek 
out converts areas beyond Soviet political and 
military control. 

fully agree with Professor Hook that the 
Soviet philosophy voluntarism has burst the 
bounds determinism. Today the Soviet leaders 
longer consider themselves the “midwives 
history,” but its outright creators. 

terms practical demands policy, agree 
with Professor Hook drawing distinction be- 
tween Stalinist totalitarianism and “democratic 
think this valid distinction and 
very important one for make dealing 
with the peoples Western Europe, India 
Burma. However, question whether the 
“democratic Marxism” present-day European 
sense. far Marx had concept social 
psychology, was based the primacy 
“economic man,” notion which borrowed 
from Ricardo. The Ricardian and the Marxian 
concept psychology, crudely stated this way, 
was monadic approach. If, the other hand, 
accept pluralism human motivations, 
operating within the individual and within so- 
ciety—and this basic assumption democracy, 
including democratic Marxism—then can 
longer hold monadic interpretation either 
social psychology history. would main- 
tain that, terms operative philosophy 
history, Marxism longer Marxism 
accepts pluralism human motivations in- 
terests, whether individual social. 

also disagree with the assumption Professor 
Hook’s paper that dictatorship does not neces- 
sarily lead cultural totalitarianism. the mod- 
ern world mass society and mass communica- 
tion, there close interconnection between the 
political and economic sovereignty the individ- 
ual, however adjusted general needs, and the 
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absence this individual sovereignty. system 
which denies not only the necessity but even the 
possibility genuine individual choice the po- 
litical and economic sphere bound deny also 
the cultural field. True, traditional authori- 
tarianism, especially its more patriarchal and 
monarchial forms, can often permit wide free- 
dom cultural choice, long freedom 
choice does not challenge the political and mili- 
tary power the benevolent despot. However, 
totalitarian dictatorship concerned, Pro- 
fessor Hook has pointed out, transform com- 
pletely the political, economic, and social rela- 
tions the society, and therefore must strive 
control and direct the thinking the individuals 
who make the society. Cultural totalitarian- 
ism the indispensable counterpart political 
totalitarianism. 


IDEOLOGY AND REALITY THE SOVIET SYSTEM 


agree with Professor Hook that the central 
problem, which Soviet philosophy never answers, 
that morality human affairs. has 
pointed out, means become ends and ends become 
means, unless they are held within bounds 
broad consensus respect for the free choice 
human beings the management their affairs. 
The dilemma the totalitarian ruler, who con- 
vinced, most the time, his own benevolent in- 
tentions, was clearly stated Dostoevsky The 
Possessed, when asked deep anguish: “Do 
men have the right kill the name prog- 
ress?” This the basic question which posed 
totalitarianism its modern form. The only 
answer that totalitarianism has given this basic 
question human values radically unacceptable 
both the peoples whom rules and the peo- 
ples the free world. 


THE RUSSIAN RESEARCH CENTER HARVARD UNIVERSITY 


WILLIAM LANGER 


Director, Russian Research Center, Harvard University 


(Read November 11, 1954, the Symposium Ideology and Reality the Soviet System) 


Soviet Union’s success stemming the 
Nazi onslaught 1941 and its subsequent con- 
tribution the defeat Germany left doubt 
that the new Russian state, born the Commu- 
nist Revolution 1917, had grown strong enough 
weather even the most devastating storm. 
obviously exercised effective control and appar- 
ently commanded popular support sufficient 
enable surmount even major crisis. Its 
military power was truly impressive, not only 
terms numbers, organization, training, and 
leadership, but also terms munitions and 
supplies. The new industrial system, product 
the first five-year plans, had proved itself. Eco- 
nomically well militarily, Soviet Russia was 
indisputably major indeed, was recog- 
nized once one the two “super-powers” 
which the destiny humanity would future 
hinge. 

The Russian Research Center Harvard, in- 
augurated seven years ago the strength 
generous grant the Carnegie Corporation, rests 
squarely the premise that important, nay 
essential, know much possible 
great power, friend foe. The existence 
the Iron Curtain and the Cold War calls for 
unusual efforts secure adequate information 
and grasp the organization and operation 
system fundamentally much variance with 
that the West. The objective the Center, 
therefore, encourage, support, and improve 
scholarly study the Soviet Union and some 
extent the Satellites and Communist China, 
with view deepening our understanding 
Communist society and sharpening our evaluation 
the international actions and policies the 
Soviet Union. 

The Center aims, approaching problems 
its chosen field, take into account the points 
view and methods the various social sciences, 
and, far possible, broaden the treatment 
specific topics through interdisciplinary coopera- 
tion. likewise maintains close relations with 
the regional study program for the Soviet Union 


Harvard, and wherever possible cooperates with 
the Russian Institute Columbia and with other 
institutions active this area study. The regu- 
lar staff the organization consists members 
the Harvard scientists, his- 
torians, sociologists, economists, jurists—who give 
fixed proportion their time its work and 
take active part the selection the research 
fellows, the planning and execution specific 
projects and the preparation materials for 
publication. the very outset the Executive 
Committee the Center decided not lay out 
program research and then attempt recruit 
suitable personnel carry out. was thought 
better invite competent scholars submit their 
own projects and support such researches 
promised advance the broad purpose the 
organization. 

The members the Center have their work- 
ing quarters the same building, where small 
library mostly current materials has been as- 
sembled. They also have facilities for lunching 
together and frequently attend seminars which 
particular questions are discussed current re- 
search reviewed criticized. Over the brief span 
its existence the Center has published fifteen 
books and some two hundred articles, essays, and 
notes dealing with various aspects the Soviet 
political, legal, economic, and social systems, and 
with selected problems the Soviet bloc. Among 
the many studies completed process few 
may mentioned for purposes illustration: 
certain aspects pre-revolutionary Russian po- 
litical thought; Soviet policy with respect na- 
tionality problems; the organization and function- 
ing the Soviet and other Communist 
the purpose and technique purges; opposition 
groups the Soviet Union; Soviet law and mili- 
tary justice; and, the economic sphere, Soviet 
resources, production, transportation, manage- 
ment, capital formation, accounting, pricing, etc. 
The Center has undoubtedly made significant con- 
tributions unusually difficult field and has 
certainly provided focus for further inquiries 
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Communism doctrine, the Soviet system 
mechanism government, and the Soviet 
bloc factor world politics. 

During the past four years the Center has put 
much time and effort into special project, con- 
tracted for the Human Resources Research In- 
stitute the United States Air Force. This proj- 
ect calls for study the Soviet social system 
with particular reference popular attitudes to- 
wards conditions, institutions, and policies, and 
with view discovering and defining whatever 
strengths and weaknesses the system might appear 
have. The needed data were obtained not 
only from the usual published sources, but from 
testimony provided the large numbers 
refugees and escapees from Soviet Russia pres- 
ently domiciled Germany and the United 
States. completion the necessary explora- 
tory surveys, several highly qualified interrogat- 
ing teams were organized, other universities like 
Columbia, Princeton, and Pennsylvania contribut- 
ing personnel for the purpose. These teams con- 
ducted over three hundred full-length biographi- 
cal interviews, averaging twelve hours length 
and extending over several days. addition they 
interviewed some 375 individuals special topics 
and collected 2,800 general and 9,000 special writ- 
ten questionnaires. The material thus obtained 
totals more than 35,000 pages and has fact 
proved great value the preparation large 
number special studies, most which have 
now been completed and many which have al- 
ready been published whole part. the 
end the current month the general report, en- 
titled Psychological and Sociological 
Strengths and Vulnerabilities the Soviet Social 
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System,” will have been concluded and the proj- 
ect thereby terminated. According present 
plans, the over-all report should available 
the public book form some time 1955. The 
project itself has proved immense and 
difficult undertaking, but the same time chal- 
lenging, fascinating, and instructive. copy 
the huge file material collected connection 
with the study available the Library Con- 
gress for consultation and will undoubtedly long 
continue provide valuable data many aspects 
Soviet life and institutions. 

The project just mentioned the only one 
which the Center has conducted for the United 
States Government. The Center has perma- 
nent connection with the Government, though 
naturally makes its publications available 
Washington agencies and responds, whenever 
possible, inquiries they may make. case 
will undertake work classified character. 
The public prints have from time time repre- 
sented the Center brain trust planning for 
psychological warfare secret operations. This 
nearer the truth than the charge, also made 
periodically, that the organization really front 
for Communist propaganda and activity. 
perhaps inevitable that time tension and 
crisis any effort study hostile power should 
misunderstood and misrepresented. Yet such 
study obviously essential the national inter- 
est, for other purpose. behooves scholars. 
therefore, continue their ever laborious quest 
for knowledge and understanding within the 
framework objective appraisal. This the Rus- 
sian Research Center will continue do. 


THE RUSSIAN INSTITUTE COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY 
PHILIP MOSELY 


Director, The Russian Institute, Columbia University 
(Read November 11, 1954, the Symposium Ideology and Reality the Soviet System) 


Russian Institute Columbia University 
was established, September, 1946, through 
the joint support Columbia University and the 
Rockefeller Foundation. While scholars the 
field Russian studies had often discussed the de- 
sirability many-pronged approach the 
study Soviet affairs, was the Second World 
War and the post-war responsibilities the 
United States the strongest power the free 
world which made clear the need for the systema- 
tic and many-sided study major world areas 
outside the United States and Western Europe. 
One result this awareness has been the develop- 
ment “area studies,” programs study and re- 
search directed enlarging our knowledge, not 
only Russia, but also the Moslem world, the 
Indian sub-continent, Africa, China, Japan, and 
Latin America. 

can properly said that the development 
Russian studies has been major pioneer effort 
the field area studies since the war. There 
are several reasons for this. One them, almost 
accidental character, has been that even before 
World War small number, very small num- 
ber, economists, political scientists, students 
international relations, and sociologists had tried 
equip themselves for serious research Russia, 
addition the traditional and better-cultivated 
interest history, literature, and language. The 
addition social science skills the essential and 
traditional skills the humanists has been 
great importance the advances which have been 
made recently the field area studies. 

second factor favorable the development 
Russian studies that, although many lan- 
guages are used the Soviet Union, the Russian 
language remains central value most investi- 
gations the Soviet system. the study 
other areas, often necessary learn several 
difficult languages before engaging research. 

further factor, great importance, that 
the Soviet ideology and system control assume 
that all aspects life must closely interrelated 
and directed central purpose. This assump- 
tion, even fulfilled imperfectly, challenges work- 
ers many disciplines combine their efforts 
study regime which attempts control direct 


all human activities the basis explicitly de- 
fined programs. 

The Russian Institute conducts intensive 
program training for graduate students. 
addition acquiring knowledge Russian ade- 
quate for research purposes, its students are re- 
quired take intensive courses five aspects 
Russian life—history, literature, economics, po- 
litical institutions, international relations—and 
accomplish first piece original research 
least one the five fields. Some the ablest 
students have taken seminar work more than 
one field. For example, student Soviet litera- 
ture needs know how the system party con- 
trol works, and student the Soviet economy 
needs know how the ideological purposes the 
controlling system are elaborated and enforced. 
addition, the Institute encourages the exchange 
research insights through monthly joint semi- 
nars for its second-year students. 

Each student the Russian Institute also 
required meet the requirements Graduate 
Department School. Thus, student Soviet 
economics takes the same courses economics 
are required all graduate students, and, addi- 
tion, does intensive work the Soviet economy. 
our firm belief, now the planning the 
program, that area competence must grounded 
discipline competence. 

Since the opening the Institute 1946, 180 
students have completed all substantially all 
the two-year program. All but few its grad- 
uates have found continued application for their 
specialized training. About forty per cent the 
graduates have gone into various forms govern- 
ment service, analysts the Soviet system 
analysts applying their training neighboring 
areas and related problems. About forty per cent 
the graduates have proceeded further train- 
ing order equip themselves for academic 
career, and large number them are now teach- 
ing universities and colleges. About twenty 
per cent have gone into journalism, radio, private 
research organizations, and other activities, neither 
governmental nor academic. addition the 
students admitted directly the Institute under 
its usual academic program, the Institute has pro- 
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vided advanced training for about one hundred 
and thirty officers assigned their services 
trained the Russian Institute, part their 
professional preparation. 

The Institute academic body, integral 
part the graduate faculties Columbia Uni- 
versity, and not supported controlled any 
way any government agency. However, its 
faculty, well its graduates, have frequently 
made their services available meet the requests 
government agencies, whenever that could 
done without affecting adversely the basic aca- 
demic and research purpose the Institute. 

The research program the Russian Institute, 
which has received generous support from the 
Rockefeller Foundation, direct outgrowth 
its academic program. the 217 Institute essays, 
completed graduates its two-year program, 
many have become the subject articles published 
learned journals and reviews. Some the 
doctoral dissertations supervised members 
the Institute are published various channels, 
number them the Russian Institute Series. 
Advanced research conducted primarily 
members the faculty, doctoral candidates en- 
gaged writing their dissertations, and post- 
doctoral fellows who come the Institute, some 
them from abroad. 

support its program research the In- 
stitute established, 1951, Archive Russian 
and East European History and Culture. During 
the past three years the Archive has grown rapidly, 
and now, with the larger Hoover Institute col- 
lection Stanford, one the two major archives 
Russian history accessible scholars the 
free world. possesses very large number 
unique manuscripts, diaries, collections letters 
and memoirs. The Institute has the 
Columbia University Libraries, large and grow- 
ing collection many aspects Russian and 
Soviet studies. The New York Public Library 
also possesses extensive and valuable 

order provide adequate outline 
recent developments Russian and Slavic stud- 
ies, necessary mention, least briefly, 
number important activities which are not di- 
rectly connected with the Russian Institute 

addition the annual Announcement its pro- 
gram studies, the Russian Institute issues yearly 
Report research and publication. history the 
Russian Institute, Geroid Robinson and Gray 
Cowan, appeared history the School Interna- 
tional Affairs and associated areas institutes, Columbia 
University, New York, Columbia Univ. Press, 1954. 


Professor Robinson was the founder and first Director, 
1946-1951, the Institute. 
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Columbia University. The Joint Committee 
Slavic Studies, appointed the American Coun- 
cil Learned Societies and the Social Science Re- 
search Council has, since 1947, initiated many use- 
ful programs for improving the availability 
Russian and related research materials. These 
have done great deal systematize and broaden 
access the materials which can collected, 
despite the restrictions imposed the Soviet 
dictatorship. Many these programs have been 
conducted the Library Congress. 

important enterprise the Joint Commit- 
tee has been the establishment, February, 1949, 
the Current Digest the Soviet Press. 
week the Current Digest presents extensive 
coverage current Soviet materials, selected from 
some eighty newspapers and periodicals, and pre- 
sented full translation, condensation, sum- 
mary, for use scholars, commentators, research 
workers government and outside, and men 
public affairs. The Current Digest has thus per- 
formed invaluable service providing prompt 
and extensive flow current Soviet materials, 
and its subscribers are found many foreign 
countries, well governmental and 
nrivate institutions the United States. The 
Current Digest supnorted part through 
erants made the Rockefeller Foundation, the 
Fast Furonean Fund and the Ford Foundation, 
and part through its income from sub- 

Graduate training programs Russian and 
Soviet studies, such those Harvard and Co- 
lumbia, are designed train younger scholars 
and research workers the careful analysis 
printed materials, they become accessible. 
students the Soviet economy have demon- 
strated. great deal can accomplished through 
meticulously piecing together the scattered and 
sometimes random information which reaches the 
free world the obstacles set Soviet 
secretiveness. Scholars the Soviet field have 
also given close attention the ways which 
nrinted materials, sources, can supplemented 
fruitfully. Professor Langer has described the 
refugee interview project conducted since 1950 
the Harvard Russian Research Center, and 
hone very much that the large number studies 
completed under will published for general 
use. 

Another important resource has been the pres- 
Reports the work the Joint Committee Slavic 
Studies appear the the Social Science Research 


Council. The Current Digest the Soviet Press 
cated 413 West 117th Street, New York 27, 
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ence this country, especially since 1950, 
substantial number well informed and experi- 
enced ex-Soviet scholars and experts. tap 
this source knowledge, the Research Program 
the was established 1951 the 
East European Fund, Inc., with the support 
the Ford Foundation. The Research Program 
the U.S.S.R. has identified more than seven 
hundred ex-Soviet scholars and experts, and, with 
the help many consultants drawn from aca- 
demic institutions and other research institutes, 
has interviewed and selected some 280 scholars 
and has enabled them carry out longer 
shorter research projects. the time this pro- 
gram concluded August, 1955, expected 
that some forty monographs will have been pub- 
lished English, after careful editing and trans- 
lation. Some one hundred memoranda will have 
been issued Russian, for use experts the 
field; large number articles have been pub- 
lished scholarly journals. 

The Research Program the U.S.S.R. has 
demonstrated the great value teaming Ameri- 
can experts with the ex-Soviet scholars, order 
enrich the experience and abilities both. The 
studies made the ex-Soviet scholars represent 
major addition our 

Another important source for the study the 
strengths and vulnerabilities the Soviet system 
during period great stress found the large 
body captured German and Soviet documents, 
which fell into British and American hands the 
end World War II. The analysis the ex- 
perience the Soviet population, sixty million 
whom came under German occupation some 
time between 1941 and 1944, can throw great 
deal light the workings the Soviet sys- 
tem. Work these collections documents 
progressing. 

The RAND Corporation Santa Monica, Cali- 
fornia, has been engaged since 1947 massive 
program designed clarify the strengths and 
weaknesses the Soviet economic system, with 
particular attention the growth national in- 
come, the sources and direction investments, 
and the standard living. series nine 
twelve studies are now process publication, 
and the RAND studies the Soviet economy will 


Research Program the U.S.S.R., 401 West 
118th Street, New York 27, Y., issues complete re- 
ports its program research and publication, for use 
interested scholars. The East European Fund, Inc., 
431 West 117th Street, New 27, Y., issues 
annual report. Mr. George Kennan was the founder 
and first president the Fund; since January, 1952, 
Philip Mosely has served president. 
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provide firm foundation for studying many 
aspects the Soviet system. The RAND series 
has been largely guided the methodologies de- 
veloped Professor Abram Bergson, the 
Russian Institute, whose pioneer work Soviet 
National Income and Product 1937 was pub- 
lished 1953 the Russian Institute. The 
RAND Corporation has also published valuable 
studies Soviet ideological and political controls. 

The Soviet challenge going with for 
long time, and the challenge the small num- 
ber American scholars working this field 
provide the best knowledge can the system 
and its workings also going with us. 
Although may appear from the foregoing sum- 
mary that great deal has been accomplished 
since 1946 the field Russian and Soviet 
studies, scholars the field are fully aware 
the many deficiencies and gaps their work and 
are striving continuously remedy them. hope 
that the effort study the Soviet system will 
continued the same somewhat more 
intensive level. 

similarly strenuous effort needed for the 
study China, the Indian sub-continent, Japan, 
the Moslem world, and Africa. the case 
Chinese studies may that may have de- 
layed too long training people for the study 
the Chinese economy, political institutions, and 
ideologies. The new field area studies, addi- 
tion those devoted the study the Soviet 
Union, attempting fill urgent requirement 
for accurate knowledge the major cultural 
areas all continents. 

However, would not want leave with you 
the impression that area studies are something en- 
tirely new and original. me, they are out- 
growth and continuation great educational 
tradition Western civilization, the study the 
Graeco-Roman world. For many generations the 
learning Latin was the first step humane 
education, but the study Latin and Greek led 
the study history and art, political 
institutions and forces, trends and 
philosophy, the social and economic development 
the ancient world. Classics, the great nucleus 
humanistic education, represent, view, 
very high level area studies. Today, educat- 
ing both experts and intelligent people generally 
live and work effectively the modern world 
with its complex cross-currents, area studies aim 
promote similarly imaginative and scholarly 
understanding peoples diverse traditions and 
cultures, whose fate bound with the strength 
the free world. 
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The publications the American Philosophical Society consist 
INGS, TRANSACTIONS, and Boox. 


contains papers which have been read before the Society 
addition other papers which have been accepted for publication the 
Committee Publications. accordance with the present policy one vol- 
ume issued each year, six bimonthly numbers, and the Price 
$5.00 net per volume. 


Transactions, the oldest scholarly journal America, was started 
1769 and quarto size. accordance with the present policy each an- 
nual volume collection monographs each issued The 


‘annual subscription price $6.00 net per volume; for both the 
and the 


Each volume the book. The titles cover 
the various fields learning, the recent volumes being largely historical. The 
price each volume determined its size and character. 


The Boox considerable interest scholars because the re- 
ports grants for research and libraries for this reason and because the 
section dealing with the acquisitions the Library. addition contains 
the Charter and Laws, and lists present and former members, and reports 
committees and meetings. The Yzar Boox published April for 
‘the preceding calendar year. The price $1.50. 


catalogue the contents the publications may had 
addressing the 
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PROCEEDINGS: Information concerning the articles published the may 
obtained upon application the office the Society. 


TRANSACTIONS: 


Historic Philadelphia, from the Founding until the Early Nineteenth Century. Vol. 43, 
pt. 331 pp., 285 figs., folding map, 1953. $4.00 $6.00 cloth-bound. 


‘Encyclopedic Dictionary Roman Law, BERGER. Vol, 43, pt. 476 


1953. $7.00 cloth-bound. 


Studies Chromosoines and Nuclear Division, CLEVELAND. Vol. 43, pt. 


The Ruling Power: Study the Roman Empire the Second After Christ 
Through the Roman Oration Aelius James Vol. 43, pt. 
4,133 pp., 1953. $2.00. 


The Monguors the Kansu-Tibetan Frontier, Vol, 44, pt. 
138 pp., figs., maps, 1954. $2.00. 


Forgotten Leaders Modern Medicine—Valentin, Gruby, Remak, Auerbach, Bruno 


44, pt. 179 pp., figs., 1954. $2.00. 


Annotated Collection Mongolian Riddles, ARCHER Vol, 44, 


107 pp., 1954. $2.00. 


Voi, 44, pt. 112 pp., fig., 1954. $2.00. 


Early Archaeological Site near Panuco, Vera Cruz, RICHARD Vol. 
44, pt. 103 pp., figs., 1954, $2.00. 


The and Polarization the Sunlit Sky Rayleigh 
and Donna Vol. 44, pt. pp., figs., tables, 
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Thomas Jefferson’s Farm Book, edited Vol. 35, 552 pp., 


1953. $12.00. 
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